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The Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, DECEMBER 7, 1861. 
——>—- 


_ The proprietor of the Law Times has been taught 
how little he knows of the honourable feeling 
hwhich exists in the legal profession. When he distri- 
duted throughout the length and breadth of the coun- 
try the disgraceful circular which falsely announced the 
qntended discontinuance of this Journal, he no doubt 
ed that he had done a very clever thing, which 
would commend itself, to all sharp practitioners, at least, 
and, peradventure, command the admiration even of those 
who are not so. It is clear enough, however, that he 
punted upon the predominance of the former class, and 
that he miscalculated the influence which his now noto- 
ious circular would produce upon the latter. The 
It at all events has been such as he little expected. 
‘To the honour of the profession he has succeeded only 
im calling forth very general indignation at the insult 
which he has offered to those whom he addressed, and 
‘at the dishonourable and underhand means which he 
adopted to injure a successful opponent. He is now 
“hoist with his own petard,” and occupies a pedestal of 
me prepared with his own hands. It is impossible 
for us to publish all the communications which we 
receive on the subject. It would require far greater 
‘space than we can afford. Even if it were otherwise 
e are not disposed to follow the example of the pro- 
‘prietor of the Law Times by devoting our columns to the 
glorifying of ourselves. We, think, however, that in 
justice to the feeling which the profession has exhibited, 
we ought not to withhold the publication of some of 
fa the numerous letters we have received. But we are 
unable, to give more than a selection, and refrain from 
publishing the names of the writers where it is not 
ite clear that their letters were intended for publica- 
tion. The following letters speak for themselves :— 
| Ihave received the enclosed circular from the Law Times, 
which I forward to you with a copy of my reply to it. 


§ hope the Solicitors’ Journal will be continued with suc- 
s.— Yours ‘obediently, CHARLES PALEY. 








A 
conside 


_ The following is Mr. Paley’s reply to the Law Times circu- 
“Sir,—I have received with great surprise, a circular ad- 
ssed to me, informing me, of what I now find is entirely un- 
pe, that the Solicitors’ Journal ‘ has failed.’ 
’ “T have subscribed to that journal from its first publication,’ 
nd read I believe, every number of it. 
» “With your own journal I have slight acquaintance, but 
erto always considered it a respectable publication. 
_ In reply to your application to me to become a subscriber 
lo it, I have to observe, that, in my opinion, the circular with 
ich you have though fit to favour me, demonstrates your 
unfitness for the post you arrogate, as the ‘organ of the 
thole profession,’ and would for ever prevent me becoming a 
ubscriber to a paper so conducted. The self appointed ‘ organ 
the profession,” seems to forget, that touting for business 
#a mode of proceeding particularly objected to by the res- 
ectable portion of that profession.—I am, Sir, your obedient 
nt, Cuares E. Parey, 
York, Dec. 9, 1861. 


I was very much astonished at receiving last week a circular 
m the publisher of the Law Times announcing that your 
per had ceased to exist, and soliciting my patronage for the 
Law Times—and I was equally surprised at receiving the 
al and Reporter on Saturday, as usual, after such an 





intimation. This does appear to me most disreputable con~ 
duct on the part of the Law Times managers. I actually 
written for a number of the Jurist, contemplating the taking 
of that paper as I do not like the Law Times.—I am, Sir, 
your obedient Servant, 
Spalding, Dec. 9, 1861. F. T, Suny. 


It was with very considerable surprise and regret I received 
the enclosed notice from of the Law Times office in- 
forming me that your journal “ had failed.” This led me at 
once to conclude that the next number of the Solicitors’ Journal 
would not appear, and I felt that it would have been more 
courteous to the subscribers had the proprietors intimated the 
fact to them, instead of allowing them to learn it from a gentle- 
man connected with a rival publication, 

To my surprise, however, your number of the 7th inst, made 
its appearance, and repudiates in its leading article the state- 
ment that the publication ‘‘ had failed.” 

Many of my professional friends feel with me that the cit- 
cular was calculated to deceive, and I deprecate with yourselves 
the attempt to injure a publication that is so valuable to the 

fession, 

I think you have not at all too strongly characterised the 
proceedings which I trust will be as futile as it deserves. 

I am, sir, yours respectfully, THos. M. Jenkins. 

31, Nicholas-lane, Lombard-street. 


I suppose you will take some steps to counteract the effect 
of the announcement in the Standard, which I cannot but 
consider a most mischievous one. 

I think it appeared in the same number that Mr. Cox’s 
letter to the editor was inserted, relating to the Finsbury 
election. Could he have furnished the paragraph? I see his 
animus in the Law Times.—Your truly, H.E. 

Dee. 9, 1861. 


I received a circular last week from the Law Times office, 
announcing in as plain terms as I conceive an announcement 
to be possible, the d of the Solicitors’ Journal, and I took 
up last week’s number this morning, fully believing that I should 
see a notice of the discontinuance of the journal. A more 
gross proceeding on the part of a respectable publication I 
never recollect to have occurred. I think, on the of 
common justice to you, as well as for the sake of public 
morality, the conduct of the paper in question ought to be 
denounced; and I hope to see it done either by a protest of the 
profession, or by an action at law, or by both meastires.—I re- 
main, your's very obediently, Tuomas YOunNG. 

Dec. 9th, 1861. 


The regret with which I read the two circulars addressed to 
me by the editor of the Law Times (a journal which I re- 
member to have read with disgust some years ago, and which 
for the credit of the profession I had hoped was defunct), has 
been changed into complete satisfaction by your address of to- 
day. I do sincerely trust that an undertaking which has ben 
in a literary point of view so successful, and which has 
formed an organ really representing the intelligence of the pro- 
fession, will not be allowed to lapse. I think it would be an in- 
delible disgrace to the members of the profession if we are allowed 
to fall back upon the evil days when the Law Times was the 
organ of the solicitors. I, for one, am delighted to hear that 
the Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter will be continued, and I 
care not into what proprietors hands the property falls so long 
as it is conducted by its present efficient staft—I am, Sir, your 
very obedient servant, Grorce Brapr. 

5, Mitre-court, Temple, Dec. 7, 1861. 

I have been in the Tabit of taking the Law Times as well 
as the Journal, but am so disgusted with the proprietor’s con- 
duct that I have written to him this day to strike my name 
off the list of his subscribers. H. J. D. 


A circular was recently sent to me from the office of the Law 
Times, subscribed “ John Crockford.” I had an impression, 
however, that a Mr. E. W. Cox, Barrister-at-Law, is the pro- 
prietor ofthe Law Times. * * * * Thad too much faith 
in the existence of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter 
to be at all misled by the circular alluded to, but I must con- 
fess that, having regard to tlie fact that there had not been any 
announcement that either your talented journal or the Weekly 
Reporter were to be discontinued, I was much surprised at the 
consummate impudence and unfairness of the pi 
of the Zaw Times in permitting that circular to be issued. 
I think it may be truly said that nothing is recorded in a 
whole history of journalism so discreditable, ungenerous, 
unmanly, as the conduct of that individual. 
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“Ationgst a | circle of friends who, like myself, are sup- 
porters “of the Solicitors’ Journal; 1 find nothing but expres- 
sions of indignation’ at the scandalous conduct exhibited, and 
you may rest assured, that so far from that circular tending to 
the injary of your publications, it will have the effectof induc- 
ing all those members of our honourable profession, who love 
fair play, and who like to see the conduct of others governed 
by. principles of honour and honesty, to become subscribers to 

w journal. Since the publication of the Solicitors’ Journal, 
Le See ot eel toe term cei 
topies, which have therein. ing articles 
have been such as would have been no discredit to the fore- 
most journals of the day, and the able manner in which cases 
decided in our courts have been dealt with and discussed in 
your “ Recent Decisions,’ are deserving of great praise. The 
knowledge thus acquired I have found of the utmost value to 
me in the-exercise of my profession, I may add that to your 
reviews of law books, which have from time to time been 
published, I am greatly indebted for a guide to the selections 
for. my law library. 

The Law Times, assuming ‘your failure and discontinuance, 
announces it as a “catastrophe.” It would most certainly 
have been a great calamity to the legal profession to have had 
no other journal as the exponent of its feelings, or for the grati- 
fication of its literary tastes, or the edification and instruction. 
of its rising generation than such a journal as the Law Times. 
I hope the scandalous and improper conduct to which I have 
referred, will meet with that degree of reprobation and repu- 
diation frem our profession whieh it so greatly deserves. 

A SUBSCRIBER. 

I was induced to take in the Solicitors’ Journal from seeing 
it at @ friend's house. It struck me as being so very far supe- 
riot to the Law Times (which I had previously read) that I had 
no hesitation in becomitig a subscriber. ‘The main features of 
the paper, viz., the leading articles, digest of cases, and reviews, 
especially: tlie latter, always seemed to me to be very able, and 
I hardly know how I shail relish the feeble articles of the Law 





Times, if I am compelled to take it in. R, W. 
2; Regent-street, Cheltenham. 
The eoalared circular was received by me from the office of 
the ’ Times. 


am one of a large number who have subscribed to the 
Solicitors’ Journal from its commencement, and should regret 
were it discontinued.—Your obedient servant, 
1, New-Inn, W.C., Dec. 6, 1861. W. B. Broox. 


I have received by this morning’s post, the enclosed circu- 
Jar, I should very much regret the failure of the Solicitors’ 
Journal, which I regard as necessary part of my legal 
library, and book of reference for the topics of the day.—I am, 
yours truly, W. K. 

Tamworth, Dec, 5, 1861. 


The effect of the circular upon my mind was that the pub- 
lication of the Solicitors’ Journal had been discontinued, but 
having very recently paid my yearly subscription in advance, 
I could not believe the inference to be drawn from the state- 
ment in the circular, and, therefore, immediately wrote to my 
London agents to make inquiry into the circumstances, The 
result of inquiry has been to convince me that not only has 
the Solicitors’ Journal not failed, but that there never was the 
slightest intention of discontinuing it, and that the Journal and 
Weekly Reporter aré now the property of a gentleman of con- 
sidetable capital, and one who is determined that those publica- 
tions’ shalt maintaih the eminent position which they have 
attained, My agent also ascertained that not the slightest in- 
timation had ever been issued either from your publisher or 
from any one connected with the Svlicitors’ Journal and Re- 
porter, that there was at any moment the remotest probability 
of eithet. being discontinued. Where then, I would-ask, is the 
justification for the issuing of the Law Times circular? In 
the face of the facts I have mentioned, what was the object to 
ve gained in issuing it, and of soliciting the support of the pro- 
fession to (I quote the words of the circular) “its one estab- 
lished organ.” Thé intention is obvious, but how any one 
could presume to think such a ruse could for a moment prevail 
with the members of our profession, is beyond conception. The 
only in erence I drew from the circular, and I venture to say the 
only inference which would be drawn from it by those to whom it 
was sent, was that your journal was about to be discontinued. 
I cannot express the disgust which I feel at such discreditable 
conduct. I am satisfied that there can be but one opinion upon 
the pa and that those who have hitherto supported the 
Law Times will record their sense ef the conduct tt have re- 





to by withdrawing their support from a publication 
hose proprietor has shown himself to be so unworthy of it. 

Allow me to inform you that previous to the issue of the 
circular from the Law Times office last week, the publisher 
who signs the same called upon me and made overtures for 
the purchase from my firm of the Solicitors’ Journal and Re- 
porter, and I then informed him that not only were those pub 
fications not likely to be discontinued, but that arrangements 
were in progress for the more vigorous and successful carrying 

on of the same. 
Possibly he may plead in extenuation of his conduct a mis- 
conception of a circular issued to the shareholders of the Law 
Newspaper Company, signed by the secretary—which he in- 
formed me he bad read, but this excuse can scarce serve him 
after the positive information he had received. ~ veg 

Jous ALEXANDER. 


Tue grand jury of Liverpool has made another strong 
representation to Government of the evils resulting 
from the present insufficient scale for the remunerati 
of witnesses on criminal trials. At the conclusion of 
their business on Tuesday last they made the following 





“presentment :— 


“The grand jury of the county of Lancaster at the Winter 
Assizes, 1861, desire to state their régret that no alteration has 
yet been made in the scale of allowances to witnesses at ses 
sions and assizes. ‘They beg leave to refer to the presentment 
made by the grand jury for this county at the Summer Assizes, 
1860, with which they entirely agree. He sits 

They are of opinion that any one fulfilling a public duty 
in prosecuting in, or giving evidence upon, criminal trials, 
should not be called upon to suffer private pecuniary loss in 
the discharge of that duty; that according to the present seale 
of allowances persons fulfilling such duty do often suffer pecu- 
niary loss, and that in consequence the public are becoming 
more unwilling to come forward for the purpose of bringing 
criminals to justice, and that it is within the knowledge of the 
grand jury that many of those who do come forward strongly 
feel the injustice to which they are subjected. ~~ ! 

The grand jury are glad to find that her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have recognized the existence of evils arising under the 
present arrangement, by introducing n Bill upon the subject 
during the last Session of Parliament. 

At the same time the grand jury deeply regret that although 
the attention of the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment was called to the subject at the commencement of the 
session, no measure was laid before Parliament until so lates 
period, that any satisfactory discussion of the evils arising 
under the order of Secretary Sir George Grey, 9th of February 
1858, or of the remedy which it might be advisable to pro- 
vide, was practically impossible. 

The grand jury, in conclusion, wish to state their opinion 
that the subject is one which requires immediate attention, and 
that some alteration in the present scale is absolutely necessary 
for the due administration of justice. 

ALGEeRNON EGERTON, Foreman. 

The mistake of the existing arrangement is that it 
provides one uniform scale of remuneration throughout 
the entire country. The effect of this, in some districts 
of the North of England and other manufacturing 
localities, is to deter persons from becoming prosecutors 
in criminal cases—since by doing so they entajl upon 
themselves pecuniary loss. No mechanic or other per- 
son who lives by his daily labour ought to be allowed 
to suffer by discharging so dlcegresaiie a public duty as 
that of giving evidence against persons accused of crime. 
But when wages are high, as in the manufacturing dis- 
tricts, no wo! can become a witness in such cases 
without personal loss, and the result, as might have been 
expected, has been to make the detection and punish- 
ment of crime far more difficult than ever in these 
localities. 

The same remarks apply with almost equal force to 
the position of attorneys engaged in criminal prosecu-. 
tions throughout the country. The Government sealeof 
remuneration is utterly insufficient, and, moreover, 1s 
too arbitrary. It is to be hoped, therefore, that in the 
forthcoming Bill their ease will not be forgotten by the 
Home Secretary, who cannot say that he has not re- 
ceived abundant information on the subject. 
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Mr. Justice Wiuxes directed the following notice to 
be issued at the Worcester Assizes :— 


The object of the winter session of goal delivery being to 
deliver the county goal of prisoners in custody charged with 
offences over which the Court of Quarter Sessions has no juris- 
diction, it is desirable that prisoners triable at Quarter Sessions 
should not (unless from the. cireumstances of any particular 
case the committing magistrate should deem it expedient) be 
committed for trial at the winter gaol delivery. 

Much inconvenience having’ arisen by the omission from the 
warrants of commitment (either in the body or. the margin) of 
the session at which it is intended the prisoner should be tried, 
it is essential, to prevent future uncertainty and confusion, 
that the following suggestions should be generally adopted in 
the preparation of warrants of commitments:— 

Where the prisoner is to. be committed to actual custody, if 
the offence be triable at quarter sessions, the warrant should 
definitely state that the detention is to be ‘ until the next ses- 
sion of the peace,’ or, should the committing magistrate deem 
it expedient, *the next session of oyer and terminer and gaol 
delivery,’ adding in each ease, ‘ or until delivered-by due conrse 
of law.’ If the offence be ‘not’ triable at quarter sessions, 
the commitment should be ‘to the next session of oyer and 
terminer and gaol delivery,’ adding ‘ or until delivered by due 
course of law.’ 

Bail cases.—If the prisoner be admitted to bail, the recog- 
nizances of the defendant, and also of the prosecutor and the 
witnesses for the prosecution, should be to appear at the assizes 
and general session of oyer and terminer and gaol delivery to 
be holden for the said county (not beitig a winter’or special 
session of oyer and terminer and gaol delivery.) 


The suggestions contained in this notice are generally 
applicable, and should therefore be noted by magistrates 
and their clerks. 


The Master of the Rolls has set apart next Tuesday 
and Wednesday for the examination, viva voce, of the 
directors of the notorious Bank of Deposit. ‘This is a 
step which will meet with general approbation; and it 
is. to be hoped it may be regarded as evidence of an in- 
tention on the part of the Chancery judges to make 
freer use of their powers in this respect. It is impossible 
to conduct such cases satisfactorily without the power of 
oral examination in open court; and not one of the 
least of its advantages is the publicity which such a pro- 
at involves. It is almostimpossible for the public 
to get hold of the facts of a case which lie buried in a 
mass of conflicting affidavits; but the conduct and state- 
ments of witnesses in the face of a public court can 
hardly escape criticism from the Press where the import- 
ance of the case invites it. Sir John Romilly is the only 
Chanerty judge who has availed himself of the assis- 
tance of a jury; and we hope that the determination 
which his Honour has arrived at in the Bank of Deposit 
case will be found to produce such satisfactory results 
as to lead to a much more general and frequent use of 
oral examination in courts of equity. 


On Tuesday last Mr. Justice Mellor, the newly-ap- 
pointed judge of the Court of Queen’s Bench, was 
entertained at a dinner given to him at the Ship 
and Turtle Tavern, Leadenhall-street, by the mem- 
bers of the Midland Circuit. The chair was occupied 
by Mr. Macaulay, Q.C., and nearly the whole of the 
existing members of the circuit were present, as well as 
several former members of eminence, including Mr. 
Commissioner Goulburn; Mr. Waddington, the Under- 
Secretary of the Home-office, and Mr. W. T. S. Daniel, 
Q.C., of the Chancery Bar. 


Tue Common Law Courts commenced their after 
term Nisi Prius sittings 2t Guildhall on the 9th inst. 
The lists were exceedingly heavy, and contained nearly 
100 causes more than at the sittings last year. In the 
Queen’s Bench there were 162 causes, 97 of which were 
remanets, and a considerable number of the whole were 
marked as special jury cases. In the Common Pleas 
there were 115 causes, 14 remanets, and 45 were marked 
for special juries. In the Court of Exchequer the cause 


= 


list contained the names of 118 causes; I 
were remanets and 36 were set dows i opetiel pei 


Tre Jvrivicar Society will meet on Monday 
evening, at eight o'clock, when Mr. C. Clark will 
the following question before the Society “Is the 
capture of the Southern Commissioner from on board 
the mail steamer ‘Trent defensible by the law of nations. 
The Law Amendment Society will hold its next 
ing on Monday next; when Dr, Waddilove will a 
paper on the “Conflict of Maritime Belligerent. Rights." 


Barganre Psiag’ Eo, of the Newcastle-w or 
T istrict Court of Baukruptcy, expiredon Wed- 
aaa He was appointéd to that district in 1842, and 
was for many years Commissioner of the Eleventh List, 
which office was ‘abolished by Lord’ tae sh Act, 
which came into operation on the 11th’ of January, 
1832. eyes 


Mz. Surzeant Hayns, of the Midland Circuit, has 
been appointed Recorder of Leicester, in the room of 
Mr. Justice Mellor. ~ i 


Mr. Tuomas Heyay Surtu, 1, Fredericks plow, 0 
Jewry, has been appointed a London Commissioner ¢ 
administer oaths in the High Court of Chancery. ~~ 


oe ee 


EDWIN JAMES ON THE TRENT AFFAIR. 


Mr. Edwin James appears to have found at last a 
suitable field for’histalents: Although he had unques+ 
tionable great success as an adyocate in this country, 
there was always a prevalent notion that he might have 
done better elsewhere. A considerable share of impu* 
dent assurance, and a blustering habit of reck 
assertion, no doubt are valuable qualifications for advo- 
cacy in courts of nisi prius and criminal law. Of both 
Mr. Edwin James had a greater share than falls to the lot 
of most Englishmen, and these commodities, which are 86 
rare in this vote of course proved valuable to their 
lucky possessor. It is not very easy, however, for 
man-of notoriously tainted character to maintain a pro- 
minent position in this country, and the scandals about 
Mr. Edwin James left the benchers of his Inn of court 
no option but to'arraign him at their tribunal, and ‘to 
cut him off as an unworthy member of the English bar. 
‘The precise grounds upon which the sentence proceeded 
were never published, but, of course, they soon became 
known far and wide; and although intimations of Mr. 
James’ intention to appeal against the decision a 
in the morning journals, no such proceeding has ever 
been attempted. He made an effort to arrest the sen- 
tence disbarring him by offering to pledge himself never 
again to practise in England; and this he did in the 
hope of being allowed to proceed to the United States 
or one of our colonies in the character of an English 
barrister. The suggestion, however, was rejected, and 
very properly so, for many ‘obvious reasons. ‘Under 
these circumstances it might have been supposed that it 
would have been impossible for Mr. James ever 
to appear as a barrister in any of the world 
the “English “language is spoken. But after he’ had 
been “‘disgowned ‘in this country, it was not cng 


until he was received with fraternization and 

by the bar and Supreme Court of New York; 

was done with full knowledge that he had been dis- 
barred here, for reasons which made him unfit ‘to 
be & member of the bar in any country. The State 
of New York, however, if we are not mistaken, has a 
system of elective judgeships. Its judges are elected 
by universal pcre only for short terms, and the 
consequence, as might be expected, is, that a very in- 
ferior class of men upon the judicial bench; and 
the ny Wd being of this character, what can be expected 
of the practising before them? But however we 





may account for it, t e New York bar were nevertheless 
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guilty of a shameless disregard of English public 
opinion when they received into their fee with’ inde- 
cent joy, a man who but a few weeks before had 
been declared to be unworthy to retain his posi- 
tion as an English barrister. There appears, no 
doubt, to have been such an affinity between Mr. James 
and the barristers of New York, that nothing short of a 
violation of nature could keep them asunder ; and as a 
ota of this it may be noticed, that when the account 
rom the New York Times of Mr. James’ “ admission” 
appeared in English journals, every one here who knew 
anything of him, asked whether he was himself—or 
whether one of the regular sensation phists 
of the New York press was—the author of that 
memorable historiette. According to it the English 
statute book is indebted to Mr. James and not to 
Sir Richard Bethell “for the New Bankruptcy Act 
and many of the wisest measures which have marked 
the course of legal reform in the past few years.” 
In the case of Dickson v. Lord Wilton “he did battle 
for the soldier's rights and honour against the whole 
power of the Court and Horse Guards.” As a statesman 
he was “the unvarying advocate of every measure cal- 
culated to enlarge the liberties, unchain the industry, 
and advance the freedom of the people.” It was he in 
fact who projected, directed, and controlled the Italian 
campaign of 1860—the counsellor of Cavour and the 
guardian angel of Garibaldi, with whom alone he shared 
the triumphal car. To be sure people on this side of 
the Atlantic were rather surprised at their ignorance of 
these marvellous ges in the history of a man whom 
they knew so well as unlikely to hide his light under a 
bushel. Not even that illustrated journal which amused 
the public with a woodcut of our hero in his shirt and 
trowsers, ever hinted that he charged the foes of Italy 
in the renowned battles of Caprera and Volterino, or 
won bright laurels in fields of carnage. It remained 
for the New York Times or Mr. James himself—speak- 
ing in its name—to enlighten the British public on 
these important passages of history ; and perhaps it may 
be said that if the benchers of the Inner Temple were not 
wholly ignorant about them, they would not have ven- 
tured to treat Mr. James as they have done. At all events 
these wonderful “ facts” are some excuse for the New 
York bar in accepting so joyfully the outcast of their 
English brethren. For our own part we cannot help 
regarding Mr. James’ victory at New York as affording 
more undoubted evidence of his peculiar genius, than 
his triumphs either in the English House of Commons, 
or on the ensanguined plains of Lombardy ; and so evi- 
dently thinks Mr. James himself. He feels that he has 
at length found that kind of sympathy and field of ope- 
rations which his peculiar talents require for their full 
development. In this country it was somehow or other 
his misfortune to be received with more or less of coldness 
in all circles, except a few of a somewhat special character. 
In the State of New York he has already become a 
representative man, and a hero of great fame, even 
omnes the Upper Ten Thousand. Why should he 
not, therefore, take the first opportunity of showing his 
gratitude to his new friends, even at the expense of good 
taste and right feeling, in respect of neither of which 
could he much damage hjs reputation? baa are, at 
present, in the Federal States much in want of lawyers 
who will say something strong and impudent about the 
Trent affair—upon which there can be only one opinion 
amongst all honest and competent men. Why should 
not Mr. Edwin James try his hand? His “ opinions” 
were never in much request on this side of the Atlantic ; 
but no doubt the dictum of one who is considered in 
New York as having been in himself at once the Tri- 
bonian and Mirabeau of England, and the liberator of 
Italy, will count for something. We must not, there- 
fore, be surprised that he should come out as an oracle 
upon the Zrent affair. He has done so, and in a letter 
to the New York papers has exposed to the world his 
utter incapacity to understand questions of a purely 





juristical character. The following is an epitome of this 
curious ‘‘ opinion ” :— 

He says the whole question in regard to Mason and Slidell 
rests on the answers of the captain of the Trent to the follow- 
ing questions:—Ist. Were you acquainted with the terms of 
her Majesty’s proclamation commanding strict neutrality on 
the part of all her subjects during the term of hostilities be- 
tween the Northern and Southern States? 2nd. Did you not 
know that the two gentlemen, when they became passengers, 
not refugees, on board your vessel, were employing themselves 
or were employed in an enterprise of direct hostility to the 
constituted Government of the United States? The answer 
to these two questions in the affirmative he maintains, and 
consistently with truth they could not be answered otherwise, 
would reduce the question to very narrow dimensions; and 
should any doubt exist upon the second proposition, the mes- 
sage recently sent by Mr. Jefferson Davis to his Parliament at 
Richmond would much facilitate its solution, 

We shall not attempt to expose the weakness and ab- 
surdity of this wretched production. It is even more 
puerile and illogical than we should have expected, 
but it is valuable to all Englishmen asa proof of the 
good fortune of their — having got rid of such 
a lawyer and patriot as Mr. Edwin James. 


——_—_-——_—— 


ALTERATIONS IN COMMON LAW PLEADING 
UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1861. 
(Continued from page 63). 

Prea or RELEASE BY DEED OF ARRANGEMENT WITH 
CrepiTors. 

Under the Act of 1849 there were three modes of arrange- 
ment with creditors; an arrangement under the control of 
the court followed by a certificate under ss. 21]—223; ar- 
rangement by deed under ss. 224—229; and a composition 
after adjudication under ss. 230, 231, and these operated re- 
spectively to discharge the bankrupt from all actions; by the 
certificate; or by the release in the deed, if it contained one; 
or by payment of the composition. Of these modes of ar- 
rangement that by deed was most frequently used, but as it 
required a very strict observance of the requirements of the 
statute for its validity, and as these requirements were 
numerous and complicated, and the language of the statute 
respecting them very difficult of construction, the proceeding 
‘was not carried through without some risk and difficulty, and 
not unfrequently miscarried altogether. Such deeds often oc- 
casioned great embarrassment to the pleader, as the numerous 
cases upon them in the books shew. The whole of that por- 
tion of the Act of 1849, which relates to arrangement with 
creditors is now svept away, and replaced in the new Act by 
one mode of arrangement by agreement. This part of the 
new Act has been devised certainly not without much ex- 
perience of that mode of arrangement, which has always 
been found the one most frequently resorted to; but it 
remains to be seen whether the machinery of the arrange- 
ment has been rendered easier to work. It is remarkable 
that the language of the old Act in some parts where it was 
most doubtful has been retained. Under the new Act the 
arrangement may be commenced altogether in private, and is 
then not made public and brought within the jurisdiction of 
the Court until the deed is complete and registered; or the 
arrangement may be come to after adjudication and will then, 
if carried out, supersede the regular proceedings in bauk- 
ruptcy (see ss. 185, 192). 

The nature of the arrangement and manner of making it 
is settled by the 192nd section as follows :— 

“ Every deed or instrument made or entered into between 
a debtor and his creditors, or any of them, or a trustee on 
their behalf, relating to the debts or liabilities of the debtor, 
and his release thercfrom, or the distribution, inspection, 
management, and winding-up of his estate, or any of such 
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matters, shall be a3 valid and effectual and binding on all the 
creditors of such debtor as if they were parties to and had 
duly executed the same, provided the following conditions be 
observed; that is to say :— 

“1, A majority in number, representing three-fourths in 
value, of the creditors of such debtor whose debts shall re- 
spectively amount to ten pounds and upwards shall, before 
orafter the execution thereof by the debtor, in writing assent 
to or approve of such deed or instrument: 

“2. If a trustee or trustees be appointed by such deed or 
instrument, such trustee or trustees shall execute the same: 

“3. The execution of such deed or instrument by the 
debtor shall be attested by an attorney or solicitor : 

“4. Within twenty-eight days from the day of the execu- 
tion of such deed or instrument by the debtor the same 
shall be produced and left (having been first duly stamped) 
at the office of the Chief Registrar for the purpose of being 
registered : 

“6. Together with such deed or instrument there shall be 
delivered to the Chief Registrar an affidavit by the debtor or 
some person able to depose thereto, or a certificate by the 
trustee or trustees, that a majority in number, representing 
three-fourths in value, of the creditors of the debtor whose 
debts amount to ten pounds or upwards have in writing 
assented to or approved of such deed or instrument, and 
also stating the amount in value of the property and credits 
of the debtor comprised in such deed : 

“6. Such deed or instrument shall, before registration, 
bear such ordinary and ud valorem stamp duties as are here- 
inafter provided: 

“7. Immediately on the execution thereof by the debtor, 
possession of all the property comprised therein, of which 
the debtor can give or order possession, shall be given to the 
trustees. 

If the deed or agreement has been carried out in exact 
conformity with all the above requirements of the statute, it 
becomes binding on all the creditors according to its terms. 
Some doubt will possibly be raised as to the essential contents 
of the deed, in order to bring it within the statute. The 
language describing the contents is nearly the same as 
that of the Act of 1849, as to deeds of arrangement. The 
Act of 1849, s, 224, described the contents of the deed as 
“touching such trader's liabilities, and his release therefrom , 
and the distribution, inspection, conduct, management, and 
mode of winding up of his estate, or all or any of such mat- 
ters.” Hence it may be presumed that the decisions upon the 
construction of the Act of 1849 in this respect, will be appli- 
cable to the construction of the similar language of 
the new Act. It was held under the former statute 
that the deed must provide for the distribution of all the 
debtor’s estate amongst all his creditors. Drew v. Collins, 6 
Ex. 670; Bell v. Fisher, 12 C. B. 363; Tettey v. Taylor, 1 
E. & B. 529; Bloomer v. Darke, 2 C.B. N. S. 165; and accord- 
ingly a deed of arrangement which provided for the distri- 
bution of all the debtor’s estate, which would have vested in 
his assignees if he had become bankrupt, was held void, be- 
cause a bankrupt might retain necessary articles of wearing 
apparel, and, therefore, the deed did not include all his estate 
Snodin v. Boyce, 4 H. & N. 391. 

The effect of the arrangement as regards the liabilities of 
the bankrupt is provided for by section 198, which enacts 
that :—“ After notice of the filing and registration of such deed 
has been given as aforesaid (see section 193), no execution, 
sequestration, or other process against the debtor’s property 
in respect of any debt, and no process against his person in 
respect of any debt, other than such process by writ or war- 
rant, as may be had against a debtor about to depart out of 
England, shall be available to any creditor or claimant, with- 
out leave of the Court; and a certificate of the filing and 
registration of such deed under the hand of the chief regis- 





trar, and the seal of the Court shall be available to the 
debtor for all purposes as a protection in bankruptcy.” 

It will be observed that though this section gives protection 
to the bankrupt against execution, or process against his 
property or person, it leaves him still liable to an action. His 
liability to an action, therefore, is not affected by the arrange- 
ment, otherwise than according to the terms of the deed. 
If the deed does not contain a release of the rights of action 
of the creditor's against the bankrupt, it will give no defence 
to an action by a creditor, unless it has been fully carried 
out, and the composition accepted under it, in which case 
the transaction would amount to an accord and satisfac- 
tion; but if the deed contains in its terms a release, 
the deed being valid and binding on all the creditors 
as if they were parties to and had duly executed the 
same, the release is valid and may be pleaded in answer 
to an action brought by any of them against the bankrupt- 
The plea must sufficiently show the validity of the deed, 
and must state the contents as constituting a release (See 
Tabor v. Edwards, 27 L. J, C. P. 183; 4 C. B. N, 5.1; 
and Legg v. Cheeseborough, 5 C. B. N. S. 741). The 
plea of a release under a deed of arrangement may be pleaded 
as follows :— 

In the —— 
The —— day of - —, a.D. ——. 
B. The defendant, by —— —~, his attorney, says, that after the 
ats. accruing of the plaintiff's claim, and after the passing of “ The 

a Bankruptcy Act, 1861,” by a deed bearing date the —— day 
of --—, 186—, and made and entered into by and between the defendant 
and C. D. and E. F., therein called the trustees on behalf and with the assent 
of the creditors of the defendant, whose signatures were undersigned to the 
said deed, the said deed being a deed relating tothe debts and liabilities 
of the defendant, and his release therefrom, and the distribution, inspec- 
tion, management, and winding-up of his estate, it was witnessed, amongst 
other things, that the defendant thereby conveyed all his estate and 
effects to the said trustees absolutely, to be applied and administered for 
the benefit of all the creditors of the defendant in manner therein men- 
tioned ; and it was further witnessed that all the creditors of the defend- 
ant severally and respectively, and the said trustees on behalf of the 
creditors of the defendant, thereby released and discharged the defendant 
from all the debts and liabilities of the defendant to the said creditors re- 
spectively, and from all actions or suits in respect thereof ; and a majority, 
three fourths in number and value of the creditors of the defenda nt whose 
debts respectively amounted to ten pounds and upwards, in writing, 
assented to and approved of the said deed, by undersigning their names 
thereto; and the said trustees appointed by the said deed duly executed 
the same; and the defendant duly exccuted the said deed, and the execu- 
tion of the said deed by the defendant was attested by a solicitor; and 
within twenty-eight days from the day of the execution of the said deed 
by the defendant the same was produced and left (having been first duly 
stamped with and bearing such ordinary and ad valorem stamp duties as 
are provided in that behalf) at the office of the chief registrar for the pur- 
pose of being registered ; and together with such deed there was delivered 
to the chief registrar a certificate by the said trustees that a majority 
in number, representing three fourths in value, of the creditors of the de- 
fendant whose debts amounted to ten pounds and upwards, had in writing 
assented to and approved of the said deed, and also stating the amount in 
value of the property and credits of the defendant comprised in the said 
deed,; and the said deed, before the registration thereof, bore the ordinary 
and advalorem stamp duty provided by the Bankruptcy Act, 1861; and 
immediately on the execution of the said deed by the defendant, possession 
of all the property comprised therein, of which the debtor could give or 
order possession, was given to the said trustees; and at the time of the 
execution of the said deed the plaintiff was a creditor of the defendant in 
respect of the alleged debt and causes of action within the meaning and 
provisions of the said Bankruptcy Act, 1861; and became and was and 
is bound by the said deed as if he had been a party thereto and had duly 
executed the same. 


(To be continued). 
— a ee _ 


The Courts. 
ROLLS COURT. 

(Before the MasTER oF THE Rotts.) 
Dec.12.—Lord Worsley v, Edwin James and. Others.— 
Mr. Clement Swanston obtained leave to serve a notice of 

motion for Monday next, for an injunction to restrain Edwin 
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James and certain bankers from proceeding in an action at law | 


upon some bills of exchange in which the plaintlff and Edwin 
James are concerned.. Notice had been given for the trial of 
the action at law on Wednesday next. 





COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

(Before Mr. Justice Biracksurn and a Common Jury.) 

Dec. 12.—On the jury, in a cause of Smith v. Edmondson, 
being called upon to take the oath, they asked if they could 
object to one of their number serving. 

Mr. Justice BLackpury.—Well, I don’t know. 

A juryman.—We ask because he is disagreeable. (Langhter.) 

Mr, Justice Bi.ackBuRN.—Oh, I don’t know that you can 
object to him on that ground. 

A juryman.—He went to sleep, my lord, the last time we 
retired, and he is very disagreeable. (Renewed laughter.) 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner HotroyD.) 

Dec. 6.—In re Chaundy—This was an application for dis- 
charge from custody. ‘The debtor was arrested on the 18th of 
November, and on the 22nd he filed a deed of arrangement, 
under the 192nd section of the new Act, with his creditors. 
The certificate of registration was issued on the 27th. 

Mr. Holl, who appeared in support of the application, referred 
to the 197th and 198th sections of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
and the 112th section of the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 
1849, and contended that the debtor was entitled to his ais- 
charge. 

Mr, Lucas, for the detaining creditor, objected that the debtor 
had not been brought up by warrant. 

The CommissioNEer.—There are no copy causes before me. 
--Mr. Lucas.—No; and Mr. Justice Wilde has decided, at 
chambers, that he has no power to release a debtor who has 
bora taken in execution previously to the registration of the 


Application refused. 





INSOLVENT, DEBTORS’ COURT. 
(Before the Curer COMMISSIONER.) 


Dec, 5.—In re John A. Crabb.—Mr. Robertson Griffiths ap- 
plied on the part of the insolvent to dismiss a petition, and Mr. 
Way showed cause for a creditor named Hook. 

_ Some time ago the insolvent was in Maidstone Gaol, and 
itioned this Court. He was then removed to the Queen’s 
son and filed another petition, which, on the hearing, was 

dismissed, and the insolvent was to remove himself to Maidstone 
and to proceed with his case. He subsequently applied to the 
Court of Bankruptcy, and was refused his discharge on the 
ground that he had a pending petition in this court. He now 
wished it to be dismissed, and it was admitted that he was in 
an “ awkward position,” as he could not get himself removed. 

The Cu1eFr Commissioner said it was admitted that the 
insolvent was awkwardly situated, and that as he could not get 
out of prison whilst the petition existed in this Court he should 
order it to be dismissed. 

The petition was accordingly dismissed. 





ASSIZE INTELLIGENCE. 
Norwicn. 


Dec. 9.—Mr. Baron Marti in his charge to the grand jury 
alluding to the Acts of Parliament which came into opera- 
tion on the Ist of November, consolidating the criminal law, 
said, that through the exertions of many benevolent persons, 
who had laboured on amid much obloquy, he was happy to 
state that at present—putting treason entirely aside, for it was 
now more a matter of history than law—the only crime punish- 
able with death was murder. Up to the year 1826 no method 
had been observed in enacting criminal laws, but they had been 
passed from time to time, as they were supposed to be required 
by the exigencies of society, they were consequently to be 
found in the statute book in very great numbers und in great 
variety. In 1826, however, the late Sir Robert Peel undertook 
the reform of the statute law in a systematic and regular fashion, 
and he consolidated in five Acts of Parliament all offences 
_—* person, all offences in the nature of larceny, all 

in the nature of malicious injury to. property, &c. 
What the Legislature had now.done was ing but an exten- 


sion of the principle adopted by Sir Robert Peel, so as to bring 





up and comprise fresh Acts of Parliament up to the present 
time. The magistracy would now, by taking a little pains in 
looking into these new statutes, find the law on every. case 
likely to be brought before them; and as, so far as he could 
judge, the new Acts had been extremely well prepared, he 
believed they would be productive of great advantage in con- 
nection with the adminstration of the law. He would reconi- 
mend them to get copies of the Acts, and pay attention 
cially to those enactments which provide for summary jurisdie- 
tion; if they did this, he had no doubt thatin a short time the 
would be able to master the law so as to administer it wit 
satisfaction to themselves and advantage to the public. 


MANSION HOUSE.—POLICE COURT. 

Dec. 11.—Mr. Henry Wells Young, a solicitor, of 14, Gray’s 
Inn-square, was brought up to day before Mr Alderman Mechi 
who sat for the Lord Mayor, in custody of Michael 
Heydon, of the City Detective Police, charged with feloniously 
forging and uttering two powers of attorney, for the transfer of 
the several sums of £2,400 New Three per Cent. Stock and 
£3,266 1s 94 Reduced Three per Cent. Stock, with intent to 
defraud the governor and company of the Bank of England. 

Mr. Freshfield, of the firm of Freshfield and Co., solicitors to 
the Bank of England, attended to support the prosecution. No 
professional gentleman appeared on behalf of the prisoner. 

Mr Freshfield, addressing Mr. Alderman Mechi, said he 
appeared on behalf of the Bank of England to support a charge 
of felony against the prisoner, who had only just been taken 
into custody, and, under such circumstances, he considered 
that an opportunity ought to be afforded him to obtain profes- 
sional assistance, and all he proposed, therefore, to do on the 
present occasion was, to offer sufficient evidence to justify a 
remand. It would be necessary that he should state, however, 
that the prisoner would be charged with having uttered forged 

wers of attorney for the transfer of two sums ot 
£2,400 and £3,266 1s 9d that were standing in ‘the’ books 
of the Bank of England in the names of Maria Gohegan,'a 
widow lady, who had a life interest in. the money, and William 
Gohegan Coombs, as executors of the will of a gentleman 
named Richard Gohegan, the deceased husband of the lady 
whose name he had mentioned. It appeared that the 
on had become acquainted witin the fact of the money 

‘ing in the names of the parties from the circumstance that 
Mrs. Gohegan had occasion to borrow two sums of £200 from 
a society with which the prisoner was connected, and her in- 
terest in those funds was made a security for the money that 
was advanced. It would be proved, he believed, beyond a 
doubt that the warrants of attorney upon which the stock was 
transferred were Mr. Coombs, one of the: executors, 
being at the time at Halifax; and Mrs. Gohegan would state 
the circumstances under which she became acquainted with 
the prisoner, and would also prove distinctly that she knew 
nothing of the supposed transfers, and that her signature to 
these powers of attorney was forged. He should shortly prove 
these facts, and he should then ask that the prisoner might be . 
remanded, in order to afford an opportunity to complete the 
two cases. j 

Mr. H. G. Garrett, a clerk in the Bank of England, in the 
Reduced Three per Cents. Office, deposed that in November 
last, a sum of £3,266 1s. 9d. was standing in the books of the 
Bank in the names of Maria Gohegan aud William Gohegan 
Coombs, as executors of Richard Gohegan, the ‘younger, de- 
ceased. That sum was transferred to.Henry Wells Young, 
under a power of attorney, on the 29th November last. Wit- 
ness attested the transfer, and he believed the prisoner was the 
person to whom the stock was transferred, but he could not 
speak positively to him. 

Alderman Mecut asked the prisoner whether he wished to 
put any questions to the witness. 

The prisoner said he had no questions to put; he should re- 
serve his defence, 

Mr. Roger Eykin, stockbroker, of Change-alley, Cornhill, 
deposed that the prisoner requested him to obtain a ‘blink 
power of attorney from the Bank of England, on the 26th of 
November, and he did so, and handed it to tle-prisoner, who 
returned it to him on the 28th filled up, and apparently signed 
by Mrs. Gohegan and Mr. Coombs, and he then by the direc- 
tion of the prisoner, sold the stock, and gave him a cheque for 
£2,946 11s. 9d., the proceeds of the sale. The said 
the money was required for a particular purpose, and ‘he was 
very anxious to have the transaction completed. The stock 
was transferred on the 29th of November. 

Mrs. Maria Gohegan said—My late husband’s name , was 











SY ae SS a Se 











Dro. 14,1861. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. i07 








Richard Gohegan, and I am one of his executors. My co- 
executor is Mr. William Gohegan Coombs. He is at present 
at Halifax, Nova Scotia, and was so on the 29th of November. 
The letter now produced is in his handwriting. 

Mr. Freshfield said that the letter shown to the witness was 
one that had been received by the Bank authorities from Mr. 
Coombs, in which he stated that he had been no party to the 
transfer of the stock. 

Mrs. Gohegan then went on to say that the signature to the 
power of attorney professing to be hers was a forgery, and she 
had never given authority to any person to sign her name for 
such a purpose, and was not aware until the previous day that 
the stock had been transferred. She became acquainted with 
the prisoner in October, 1860, at which time she borrowed 
£200 of a loan society with which he was connected, and gave 
as security an assignment of her interest in this stock. In 
September of the present year she borrowed another sum of 
£200 through the instrumentality of the prisoner, and gave a 
farther aan ge her life interest in the stock. The prisoner 
after this called upon her, and told her that if she wanted any 
more money he could obtain it for her, and she told him that 
she was obliged to him for his offer, but she did not then require 
any more. 

Mr. Freshfield (to the witness).—Did anything pass between 
you and the prisoner upon any occasion in relation to the 
dividends upon the stock. 

Mrs. Gohegan.—Yes; the prisoner told me that I must not 
g? for the dividend without giving him notice, as he had put a 
distringas upon the stock, 

Mr. Freshfield then said this was all-the evidence he pro- 

to lay before the Court on the present occasion, and he 
submitted that there was quite sufficient. to justify a remand. 
Upon the next occasion he shonld bring forward evidence in 
support of the other charge relating to the. sum of £2,400, 
which also was the subject of a forged power of attorney. 
.» Alderman Mrcat asked the prisoner whether he wished to 
say anything atthe present stage of the proceedings, or if he 
av» urge anything in opposition to the application for a 
remand. 

The prisoner said he should be glad to have an opportunity 
of consulting with his legal adviser; and he, therefore, had no 
objection to the course that was suggested by the solicitor for 
the prosecution. 

He was accordingly remanded. 


> 
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Recent Wecisions. 


EQUITY. ; 
Snead y. Green; M. R., 10. W. Ra 36. 
Practice On Motions ror DEcREr. — 


The object of all rules of pleading, whether in courts of law 
or of equity, is to insure that as between the parties the defi- 
nite issues either of law or of fact shall have been arrived at 
before the hearing. In courts of equity, although the plaintiff 
is not held down to the same strict forms for the statement of 
his case as are ‘required in courts of law, nevertheless, he is 
bound in his bill to make out his case by the averment: of 
specific facts, such as, if there were no defence, would entitle 
him to a decree. Under the practice prior to 1852, when 
almost every bill required an answer, it very rarely happened 
that a defendant, unless he could successfully demur or plead, 
was in a position to go into any evidence until he had an- 
swered. But it frequently happened, as it does still happen, 
that besides a general defence to the bill, there might be urged 
some particular defence (which if it could be relied upon 
or was sufficient of itself), would be properly the subject.of a 
plea. It has therefore been the practice in. such cases for the 
defendant in his answer to pray the same benefit of so much 
as goes in bar, as.if it had been pleaded to the bill; and. this 

wractice has always been sanctioned. Both under the old and 
the new practice the answer is intended not merely for the pur- 
pose of discovery, but also for the pnrpose of substantially 
faising the issues to which the evidence should be directed. 
It would therefore be plainly unjust, after the plaintiff has 
proved or.endeavoured to prove-his case by evidence, to allow 
the defendant to defeat him at the hearing by raising a defence 
of.which the plaintiff had no, notice in the..answer.; The 
Amendment. Act, 1852, however, introduced. the 
practice of motions. for decree, which soon yery common ; 
and in a considerable. number of causes brought on for hearing 
in this manner the defendants are not required to answer. In 
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such cases there is, in fact, no pleading beyond the averments 
of the bill and such affidavits as may be put in by the defen- 
dant or in reply by the plaintiff. As might have been expected, 
therefore, the question of the plaintiff's right to have’ any 
defence in the nature of a plea expressly raised, either by'a 
plea or a voluntary answer of the defendant, has sometimes 
arisen at the hearing; and taking into account the decision of 
Sir J. Romilly, M.R., in the above-named ease of Snead v. 
Green, the practice may now be considered as pretty well 
settled. As to all cases in which an answer is not required, 
it may shortly be stated as follows:—~ ve footie 

1, Where a defendant does not answer, but files affidavits 
in which he does not-state any defence in the nature of a plea, 
he will not be allowed to raise such defence at the hearing 
of the cause, in aa 

2. There will be the same result, where no affidavits are 
by the defendant, because the plaintiff's case ought to be met 
either by demurrer plea, denial of the facts’ alleged,’ or, 
at all events, by the counter-statement of the defendant; and 
where his real defence was in the nature of a plea, it 
ought to be made in that form, unless there were other cireath- 
stances in the case which made it undesirable to rest the 
defence wholly on the plea, so that he must either answer or 
file affidavits, and thereby raise this special defenve: © °° 

8. In motions for decree the affidavits filed by the deferidant, 
and perhaps also those filed by the plaintiff in reply, are not evi- 
dence merely, but are in some respects of the nature of 
pleadings. #33 

4. If the defendant in an affidavit filed by him distinetly 
raises such special defence (e.g. the Statute of b 
it will equally avail as if it were raised more formally in an 
answer. 

The case of Holding v. Barton, 1 Sm. & Giff. Appendix ‘kév., 
appears to be opposed to what we have said last. Sir J. Stuart, 
Vice-Chancellor, in that case, upon a motion for decree, ' 
not allow a parol plea of the Statute of Limitatiotis to bé set 
up at the bar, aad his Honour there ‘observed that’ the 
defendant had an opportunity and a choice of pleading, but he 
had not thought 7 yet to exercise it. If he had po pro- 
perly the plaintiff might have stated matter to vail the 
plea.” In Holding v. Barton, however, it does not a that 
the affidavits filed by the defendants at all al to the 
Statute of Limitations; and, therefore, there was no qi 
as between a defence set up by answer and. the same 
set up by affidavit. But as the reason given gh 
Chancellor would apply equally in both cases, there is litt 
doubt that he would have allowed the plea if the YD ce 
an opportunity of countervailing it in the affidavits whigh 
filed.in reply. Such was the view of Sir Jolin iy 
Snead y. Green, iy 
Re Hall, V..C..W., 10 W, BR. 87) 6 es bo 
In this case the Vice-Chancellor Wood ‘held we an’. = 
ance company might pay into court, under the Tru: 

Act, monies sectired by a policy which had been éncumber 
and as to which the persons entitled required to be ascertained . 





COMMON LAW.. ae 
APPEAL FROM DECISION OF A JUDGE aT Capa PRS 1 
THE CourT—Costs UNDER 13 & 14 Vicr, ¢. 4 
15 & 16 Vicr. oc. 55. 
Hatch v. Lewis, Exch., 10 W. R. 58. F 


The exact point of Mr. Hatch’s latest application was in 
effect an appeal with respect to the propriety of his action 
from the decision of a judge at chambers to ‘the full court. 
Such appeal arose on the question of costs as regulated by the 
County Court Acts, 13 & 14 Vict. c..61, and 15 & 16 Vict..c. 
55. For by these a plaintiff in a su court who recovers 
in an action which might have been tried in acounty court, less 
than £20 on a contract or £5 for a tort, has no costs, 
the judge who tried the cause will certify that there was suffi- 
cient reason for bringing the action in the superior court. T! 
is the general effect of the provisions in those Acts on this sub- 
ject; but, more particularly, the Act first. cited (s. 12): » 
that if the plaintiff does not recover more than the £5 and 
judge certifies that the action could not have been tried in:, 
county cory of, the} shown saaaerrs to him at the trial-to be 
sufficient reason for bringing the action in. the superior. 
the plaintiff shall have his custs; and under: 
an application was accordingly made tb the 
whom the action had. been tried), which was. by, 
On this refusal, the present application was ad 
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the provision secondly above cited ; which, in effect, allows the 
matter of costs in these cases to be brought under the consi- 
deration either of the judge who tried the case at Nisi Prius, or 
of the court out of which the record issued. This subsequent 
provision, therefore, gave the applicant a locus standi; for 
otherwise he would have been precluded by the general course 
of practice, from calling on the full court (with any prospect of 
success) to review the decision of a single judge, on a matter 
with regard to which the Legislature had invested him with an 
absolute discretion—at all events, in the absence of any new 
and material facts brought forward for their consideration. For 
such seems to be the effect of a recent case on the subject of 
an appeal from the decision of a single judge (on this same sec- 
tion in 15 & 16 Vict. c. 54), with regard to there being ground 
for an action which had been brought in the superior court. 
But in the present case, although the Court conceded that they 
would not feel hampered by a prior decision at chambers if a 
strong case were made out against the view which was there 
taken either of the facts or the law involved, they were of 
opinion that, no new facts being adduced, the case must be taken 
as being one which had already been properly adjudicated on; and 
they refused to make absolute the rule which had been obtained 
giving costs to the plaintiff. It may be added that (though the 
above result was not arrived at on this ground) Mr. Baron Wilde 
intimated that he agreed with the Chief Baron in holding that 
the Legislature intended the amount recovered by the plaintiff 
at the trial, to bein all cases the proper criterion for saying be- 
fore what tribunal the action ought to have been brought; and 
if such amount was under the £20, or £5, no certificate of 
costs ought to be given, by reason of the importance of the 
case to one of the parties—a principle which is further dwelt 
apon in the next two cases noticed. 


PRACTICE AS TO WRITS OF PROHIBITION AND CERTIORARI 
To County CourTs. 


Staples v. Accidental Death Insurance Company, Exch. 10 
. R. 59,; Solomon v. The London, Chatham, and Dover, 
Railway Company, ib. 


Both these cases, also, refer to proceedings in or connected 
with county courts; and they turn on the practice upon writs 
of certiorari and prohibition issued to these tribunals. 

The application for these writs is now chiefly regulated by 
the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s, 28, et seg, and by these and other 
provisions in previous Acts, it is now enacted that any 
action commenced in a county court, may be removed by 
either party into a superior court, if such Court or a judge of 
2 superior court shall deem such course to be desirable. As to 
this application, the above two cases establish these several 
propositions:—1. That the application for a certiorari should, 
in the first instance, be always made at chambers, 2. That it 
is no ground for such application that the question is of much 
more importance to the applicant, than appears merely from the 
amount sued for; and 3. That it is no ground for such appli- 
cation that difficult matters of law will probably arise at the 
hearing,—such questions being now determinable by way of 
appeal. 
With regard to the writ of prohibition, the county court Acts 
speak of such writ being granted or refused either by a superior 
court or a judge thereof; a power which was first entrusted to 
a single judge by 13 & 14 Vict. c. 61, s, 22, subject to an ap- 
peal to the full Court. It is intimated in the first of the above 
cases, that the application for this writ (as well as for a certio- 
rari) should always be at chambers in the first instance. 


ATTORNIES IN THE CAUSE, CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN— 
Notices to Apmit. 


Holford v. Hughes, Exch. 10 W. R. 61. 


This was a case in which the proper course to be pursued by 
an attorney, in his conduct of an action, was discussed under 
the following circumstances, with reference to the subject of 
admissions made for the purposes of the trial. Previously to 
the trial, the attornies on either side had corresponded with 
reference to the admissions to be made thereat; and finally a 
notice to admit certain matters (and among others “a notice 
to quit served on A.B.”) was, in the usual way, sent by the 
plaintiff's attorney to the defendant's attorney; which was ad- 
mitted accordingly. At the trial, however, the plaintiff 


(relying on the effect of the previous correspondence, and not 
on this formal admission) was nonsuited by reason of being 
unprepared with proof of the identity of ‘‘ A.B.” with the 
defendant; which happened to be essential to his case, and 
which identity was not referred to in the notice to admit or in 
the admission made in consequence thereof, This nonsuit was 


afterwards sought to be set aside, and a new trial had on the 
ground of surprise; no fraud or design to mislead being im- 
puted, but it being contended that the plaintiff had been 
misled by the correspondence above referred to, into supposing 
that no questions would be raised as to the identity of A. B. 
with the defendant. The Court, however, were of opinion 
that it was his duty-to have got the admission in a distinct and 
formal way; and that he had no right to rely on any thing 
beyond what was contained in the admission itself. The rule 
for a new trial was, therefore, discharged. 

It may be observed that the courts have been equally strict 
in their ruling in the opposite case—that is, where the party 
admitting has unwarily admitted more than he intended. 
The law, in such cases, holds him, nevertheless, to the letter of 
his admission. Thus where the holders of a bill of exchange 
sued the acceptor, and the defendant’s attorney admitted “ the 
acceptance to the bill on which the action is brought to be in 
the defendant’s handwriting,” and afterwards pleaded that the 
defendant did not accept the bill; the Court held the admission 
above given to establish a primd facie proof of the plaintiff's 
case, without his producing the bill itself (Chaplin v. Levy, 
9 Exch, 531). See also a somewhat similar decision in the 
Common Pleas ( Wilkes v. Hopkins, 1 C. B. 737). 
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Correspondence. 


—_—— 


Law Books. 


I, as well as A. H. A., purchased the four first volumes that 
came out of Sweet’s Jarman’s Bythewood, but on account of 
the delay in publishing the remaining volumes, I gave them up 
altogether, expecting that I should be served by Mr. Sweet as 
I was in the purchase of Atkinson’s Conveyancing; the two 
first volumes of the latter work were published by him, but the 
third volume has not yet been published, although on the last 
leaf of the second volume, which was published in March, 1841, 
it is stated that the third volume would “ very shortly be pub- 
lished. 

The profession is very much obliged to A. B, for pointing 
out the errors in Archbold’s Criminal Statutes. Can it be 
wondered at that there are blunders in his works? for in the 
course of the last month or so, he has written (or some one has 
for him) two editions of his Bankruptcy Law, and a work on 
Arbitrations, and his General Orders in Bankruptcy, in addi- 
tion to his work on the Criminal Law. One can almost say of 
him as Mr. Sala said of Mr. Thornbury, that “he published a 
book every week, and issues three extra volumes on the first 
Monday in each month.” Mr, Archbold is an old practical 
writer, and his several publishers may fancy that whatever he 
writes will sell at any price, but they may find that they are 
mistaken; the attorneys soon find out what books are “ cheap 
and good,” and these are the ones they will purchase. 

J. T.S. 





DEED OF COMPOSITION. 

Does a release under seal, not executed by debtor, require 
registration under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861? No trust is 
created by the deed. 

Would you, or one of your correspondents, kindly answer 
the above query. Lex. 





Tue AccoUNTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE IN CHANCERY. 


With reference to your leading article and the observations ot 
the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, contained in 
your number of the 31st August last, I desire space to make some 
remarks, I think the solicitors generally will say that a more 
vexatious and tiresome system than that adopted could hardly 
be devised. If the registrar framnes an order, some acute mind 
at the Accountant-General’s sets to work to see if something 
which, to save space, I will call an “i,” which is omitted 


to be dotted, or a “t” crossed, can be pointed out, merely in “ 


order that he may trouble the solicitor to ask the registrar to 
attest the order. The registrar will not,as he thinks it totally 
unnecessary, and then the Accountant-General’s official has a 
| great deal to say on the subject, and imperatively refuses to 
| act on the order. You go again to the registrar, and after two 
| or three interviews, implore him as a personal favour to your- 
| self, to dot the “i,” and he kindly does. All this takes three 
| or four days, and the solicitor has the satisfaction of doing it 
! for nothing. - With reference to the observations (second head- 
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ing, first subdivision), as to affidavits of calculation, I wish to 
say that on one occasion I swore (by error) that two and two 
made five, The clerk at the Accountant-General’s said he could 
not act on the affidavit, because four was the correct sum. I 
maintained, and I think correctly and indisputably, that if he 
could calculate it himself, there was no occasion for an affidavit 
at all; but as the Court and the long established practice had 
imperatively declared the absolute necessity for an affidavit, he 
was bound to believe it, and could not go beyond it. I, how- 
ever, kindly waived his doing so (without prejudice) on that 
occasion only. The whole system is perfectly disgraceful, and 
if the Incorporated Law Society did their duty, would not be 
allowed to continue now Lord Westbury is Chancellor. 





.* meant 
~~ 


Rebiews. 

The Doctrine and Practice of Equity; or a Concise Outline 
of Proceedings in the High Court of Chancery. Designed 
principally for the Use of Students. By Gzorce Go.p- 
smiTH, A.M., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Fifth edition. Butterworths. 

Most people would be disposed to consider that either the 
doctrine or the practice of equity would afford quite sufficient 
material for any ordinary volume, évén though it were “de- 
signed principally for the use of students,” Mr. Goldsmith, 
however, seems to have thought otherwise, and he has, there- 
fore, attempted, within the covers of one book, to unite ele- 
mentary treatises upon these two dissimilar subjects. The 
result, as might have been expected, is by no means satisfactory. 
As a matter of fact it is more unsatisfactory than it need have 
been; because there isin this book not only an attempt to treat 
jointly two subjects which are wholly distinct and separate in 
their nature, but still more because the entire work is charac- 
terized by the general absence of method or exactness. This 
probably accounts for the fact that it contains no table of con- 
tents or any other indication of a well-considered plan or of 
systematic treatment. After an historical outline—which is 
certainly well executed and will repay students for its perusal 
—there'comes a chapter containing general observations on 
equity, in which an account is given somehow of the main 
branches of jurisdiction; but the topics are arranged arbitrarily, 
and to'all appearance just as they came to the author’s hand. 
rms « do not wholly exhaust the subject, and the propositions 
in which they are enunciated are sometimes very far from being 
sufficient. A student, in reading this chapter, would no doubt 
Obtain some idea of the nature ‘and object-matter, of the 
jurisdiction of courts of equity; but it could hardly fail to be 
confused.and unsatisfactory. The doctrine of equity ought to have 
been regarded by the author of such a work as distinct from the 
question of the jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery. Whe- 
ther this jurisdiction is concurrent with, exclusive of, or auxi- 
liary to, that of other Courts is not an identical inquiry with 
that which relates to equitable jurisprudence. Practically 
the three catagories into which the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Equity is divided and which we have just mentioned are con- 
stantly shifting, and in this respect the last few years has 
effected great alterations, but these do not affect equitable doc- 
trine; so that any philosophic division of the latter would have 
remained untouched by such changes. Mr. J. W. Smith, Q.C., 
in the last edition of his Manual of Equity Jurisprudence 
divides the domain of equity into the remedial, the executive, 
the adjustive, the protective, and the auxiliary, and it will be 
at once seen that this division is both exhaustive and accurate; 
Mr. Goldsmith, however, is embarrassed by his design of in- 
corporating practice with theory, and hence his arrangement 
necessarily becomes rather tov empirical. It follows the plan 
of Maddock’s Chancery Practice and thus we have—after the 
preliminary chapters which constitute part 1, a series of chap- 
ters upon the six heads, which Mr. Goldsmith thinks may be 
made to include every branch of equity. They are as follows, 
i, Accidents and mistakes; ii. Account; iii. Fraud; iv. In- 
fants; v. Specific performance. of agreements; vi. ‘Trusts. 
That this division is unphilosophical, Mr. Goldsmith himself 
must admit, if he is compelled by it to include under any 
one of these heads, topics which in no way can be said 
to belong to it, But either this is the case in the work before 
us, or our author has not been sufficiently attentive to his own 
scheme. Thus under the head of Fraud, we find the law‘ of 
Copyright;* under the same head there are subdivisions for 


* pp. 141—147, 








Nuisances, Public and Private, Bills of Peace, Interpleader and. 
Quia Timet, Certiorari, and Discovery Bills, The mention of 
the two latter is expressly, and a good deal that is said about 
injunctions in the same chapter is impliedly, justified, on the 
ground that these processes are sometimes made use of for the 
prevention of fraud; but it is evident that upon the same 
principle of classification, he might have included almost every 
step in a suit—in other words a complete treatise upon 
Chancery Practice. But Mr. Goldsmith not only inter. 
polates bits of practice in the part of his book which pro- 
fesses to be devoted to doctrine,* but also appropriates a 
distinct partt to practice and procedure. We might 
expect, therefore, that an account of injunction bills and 
the proceedings in such suits, would have been confined 
to the latter; but on the contrary, this part of procedure. is. 
included under the head of “fraud.” Moreover, Mr. Gold. 
smith in his new edition continues the distinction between 
common and special injunctions, which, in fact, was abolished 
by the Chancery Amendment Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict... 86, 
s. 58); and he also states that “the writ must not only be 
asked for in the prayer for relief, but also inthe prayer for pro- 
cese,” This was probably correct enough when the first edition 
of Mr. Goldsmith’s book was published, but it has long ceased to 
be so, and there are throughout. the work similar. anachronisms 
and inaccuracies, especially in the citation of cases. Thechapter 
on specific performance rivals that upon “fraud” as a curiosity of 
logic. _Wefind under the former head numerous snb-divisions 
relating to the law of mortmain and the doctrines of marshalling 
and conversion, the relation of any of which to, the juris- 
diction of the courts of equity in specific performance, it need 
hardly be said is purely accidental. Mr, Goldsmith, com- 
mences this chapter by stating that the jurisdiction of the 
Court in enforcing the. specific performance of ts is 
founded upon the maxim “ that equity looks upon things agreed 
to be done as actually performed.” The usual form of the 
maxim referred to is, that “equity looks upon that as done 
which ought to be done,” and the main consequences which flow 
from the application of this principle have no relation to the 
doctrine of specific performance. In one sense, however, it 
may be said that it furnishes a ground for the jurisdiction of 
the Court in such cases, but it certainly cannot be stated with 
accuracy that the jurisdiction of the Court in specific perform- 
ance is founded upon this principle 

The great danger and the difficulty in writing a com- 
pendious and elementary treatise on any branch of. juris 
prudence lie in inaccurate generalization. Few i 
authors have the courage or the patience to attempt the 
extraction of principles from a mass of eases involving spe- 
cial facts of great variety. Judges frequently enunciate ab- 
stract propositions of law which are very gladly accepted. by 
writers as texts for which the cases furnish abundant illustrar 
tions. But many of those propositions would be modified 
further abstraction, and indeed were never intended to be 
cable except to @ particular class of cases, and with the quali 
cations to be found in the context. uity abounds in princi- 
ples; and there ought not to be insu e difficulty in present- 
ing to a student aclear view of these, together with such illustra- 
tions as might be necessary for their elucidation, Single-speech 
Hamilton in his parliamentary logic remarks that “ 
tion of law consists in its being so framed that it may govern 
accidents, not lie at the mercy of them.” Writers of elemen- 
tary law books would do well to consider the force of this 
observation, and to avoid the course which is opposed to its 
spirit and essence. In how many of these works do we find 
what is purely accidental placed upon the same footing as that 
which is essential? Nothing can be more unscientific or con- 
fusing to beginners than this mistake; and we believe it is one 
of the main sources of obscurity, not only in general text 
books but in English law itself. We do not mean, therefore, 
to say that Mr. Goldsmith is at all singular in what he has 
done, except that he has developed the evil to a degree rather 
beyond the common. We have thought it right, however, to 
take this opportunity of expressing our sentiments on the 
subject of elementary law books. here they relate to theory 
they ought to be scientific in their scheme and method, T 
certainly ought not to be a collection of disconnected judicial 
dicta, many of which were never intended to be taken abso- 
lutely, and many others of which have been modified by sub- 
sequent decisions, In equitable jurisprudence at least there 
is an abundance of rules which do not lie at the mercy of 
such accidents, and these of themselves if treated in a sys- 
tematic and skilful manner would be quite sufficient for such a 
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work. As to elementary works on Practice, the design of the 
author should be merely explanatory. There is no use in 
going into minute details, in citing particular Acts of Parlia- 
ment and General Orders, except the book is intended asa 
guide for actual practitioners. These minutix only perplex 
the minds of young students, and they are of ao value to law- 
yers except they are complete and reliable, which would be too 
much to expect in a book addressed to beginners. 

The work before us, however, has gone through four edi- 
tions, and is not without some merit. It contains a great 
deal of miscellaneous information; and if a student were con- 
fined to the selection of one book on equity—both for its doc- 
trine and practice—he could hardly do better than choose the 
one now before us. We have already stated that many of the 
faults which we have attributed to Mr. Goldsmith, are such as 
also characterize the majority of English authors of elementary 
works on jurisprudence. 





A Treatise on the Criminal Law of the Navy, with an intro- 
ductory Chapter on the early state and discipline of the 
Navy, and an Appendix comprising the Naval Discipline 
Act, the Queen’s Regulations on Courts Martial and 
Discipline, and Practical Forms. By Turopore THRING, 
of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. London: V. & R, 
Stevens & Sons. 1861. 


At the close of last session an Act was passed for the 
Government of the Navy, and though it is very voluminous it 
was intended to be, and in fact is, a complete naval code. 
Part I. consists of thirty-eight sections relating to the articles of 
war, Part II. contains some general provisions. Part III. 
relates to punishments. Part IV. prescribes the modes of con- 
stituting and conducting courts martial. Part V. contains 
enactments relating to penal servitude and prisons; and 
Part VI. comprises some supplemental provisions of a general 
character. Upon the plan and text of this Act Mr. Theodore 
Thring has constructed an extremely useful little work which 
ought to be in the hands of every naval officer. He has 
by way of illustration brought together from various 
quarters not accessible to many persons a large amount of 
valuable information of an authoritative character. Thus the 
unpublished documents at the Admiralty have been searched 
with the view to discover the origin of the articles of war, and 
of giving historically the p ure of naval courts martial. 
Upon these subjects Mr. Thring has thrown new light. 
His preliminary chapter on the early state and discipline of 
the navy shows careful and extensive research, and will be read 
at the present time with great interest not only by naval men 
but by all classes of Englishmen. We have only one fault to 
find with this book, and that is one of no great moment, but 
it ought to be mentioned. It contains a long chapter (forty- 
five pages), on the rules of evidence, of which it is designed to 
be a compendious abridgement, applicable to all judicial in- 
vestigations in the navy. Of course, it was impossible for Mr. 
Thring, in so limited a compass, to do justice to the law of 
evidence, and we think it would have been better for him to 
have allowed courts martial—where they had no professional 
advice—to consult for direction as to the rules of evidence 
some of the able works which we already possess on this 
subject. With this exception, however, Mr. Thring’s book is 
admirably done, and is invaluable as a treatise on the law of 
the English navy. 





Handy-book of the Practice in the Lord Mayor's Court in 
ordinary Actions and in Foreign Attachments under the new 
Statute and Rules of Court, with an Appendix of the Mayor's 
Court of London Procedure Act, 1857, and Scale of Costs. 
By D. Bineuam Daty, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


The want of some guide to the practice of the Lord Mayor’s 
Court has been felt since the court was thrown open to the pro- 
fession, and it has been a subject of surprise, that possessing so 
large a jurisdiction—co-extensive within the city with that of 
the superior courts of Chancery and Common Law—the prac- 
titioner desirous of availing himself of the advantages offered 
by the Mayor’s Court was obliged to ascertain the practice by 
inquiry at the court-office, as each proceeding rendered it 
necessary. The handy-book now offered to the profession by 
Mr. Daly seems to supply the want very effectively, as the 
time and mode of taking each step in the cause is plainly and 
concisely explained. The Mayor’s Court Procedure Act, 1857, 
has much improved the mode of procedure and extended the 
jurisdiction, and under that statute judgments may be removed 
into any of the superior courts of common law for the purpose 





of issuing execution out of such superior court—a very im- 
portant privilege when the defendant is out of the jurisdiction 
of the city. The practice in Foreign Attachment is also in- 
cluded, and upon reference to the scale of costs, we observe 
that an amount of remuneration is allowed to the attorney, that 
will, when more generally known, induce many practitioners to 
resort to the Mayor’s Court, now that obtaining an insight into 
its peculiar practice is no longer a matter of difficulty. 


$$} 


LAND TRANSFER BY REGISTRATION OF TITLE. 


In our last number we called attention to a very able and 
instructive lecture which was deiivered in August last at Hobart 
Town, Tasmania, by Mr. Joseph Allport, a leading local prac- 
titioner. We also gave an extract showing some of the peculiar 
facilities for fraud which were involved in any system of transfer 
by means of registration. We did not, however, quote the whole 
of what was said upon this head; but upon again perusing this 
bg admirable production we have resolved upon giving it in 

ull. 


Faciuities FOR FRavp. 


“Perhaps I can best show how frauds may be committed 
under the proposed law by putting a case: Suppose John 
Smith presents himself at the registrar's office and produces 
Thomas Jones's certificate of title to 1000 acres of land with a 
memorandum of sale purporting that Smith has purchased from 
Jones for £2000, On the production of the certificate and 
memorandum of sale the land istransferred. Jones's certificate 
is cancelled, and a new one is issued to Smith. A forged con- 
veyance under the existing law would be simply worthless, but 
not so under the new. It is true Smith could not claim the 
land, his doing so would ensure detection, neither could he con- 
veniently sell, as the purchaser might want to look at the land 
before he paid his money; but Smith would have no difficulty 
in obtaining £700 or £800 on mortgage, and if not at 7 per 
cent he might offer 10 or even 15. The money lender, remem- 
ber, would not have to enquire into Smith’s title, the law pro- 
hibits his doing so, he must be satisfied with the production of 
the certificate, and no question of identity could arise on a 
certificate just issued, Now I ask can these things be? I 
have been told they cannot. People are so accustomed to feel 
the impossibility of fraud and forgery in reference to land, that 
they are unable to believe in their existence. I will appeal only 
to one witness: Mr. Torrens says these things can be. His Act 
sets forth that it is necessary to raise 5 hod to compensate 
those who thus lose their land. The theives may not at first 
believe in the Elysium prepared for them, but they will soo! 
discover that on obtaining possession of a certificate of titl 
they may mortgage the land comprised in it without diffi- 
culty or suspicion. It is an old saying that “ prevention is 
better than cure,” but Mr. Torrens reverses this. He thinks 
cure better than prevention. He proposes to encourage fraud 
and wrong, for the sake of economy, and to compensate those 
who are robbed out of the public purse. He deems it cheaper 
to submit to crime than to prevent it; and this in reference to 
a crime which as yet has no existence. I regard this as false 
economy. ‘The question is a simple one:—Can these things be 
done, or can they not? If not strike out the compensation 
clause; if they can, then let those, who like the law try it at 
their own risk; but I protest against the principle of compen- 
sation, whether it falls on the public purse or not; in any case 
it is equally immoral and mischievous, and must lead to the 
risk, if not certainty, of collusion, But there is yet 
another view of the question to be taken. If by introducing 
a new law we create the chance of fraud and wrong, and 

romise compensation the promise ought to be fulfilled. Mr. 
Torrens’ Act, however, will not fulfil his promise. Let us look 
at its provisions. Ifa man berobbed or defrauded he is to sue 
the robber, and if the robber be out of the jurisdiction of the 
court, or dead, or adjudged insolvent, then an action may 
be brought against the registrar. ‘Take the case of Smith and 
Jones again. Does any one suppose that Smith gave his true 
name or address, or that he wore his ordinary appearance when 
he presented himself at the register office? certainly not. Six 
months after he borrowed the money, application would be 
made to Smith, by the mortgagee, for the interest, but the let- 
ter would be returned, and no such man would be found. . The 
land would be sold under the mortgage, and then Jones would 
be made aware of his loss and would claim compensation. Well 
Jones may sue Smith, and if he can’t find Smith he may sue 
the registrar. But this is a subject on which some men are 80 
prejudiced, that they would not regard the right to bring an 
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action as an equivalent for a lost estate. They ignorantly 
prefer land to a law suit: but apart from this prejudice, how is 
Jones to prove that Smith is out of the jurisdiction, or insolvent 
or dead? And without this proof, how is he to make good his 
claim against the registrar? But even assuming that the pro- 
vision’ for compensation is available. I have another question 
to askk—Who can judge between the man who is really robbed 
and the man who pretends to be robbed? What if Smith and 
Jones arranged the whole matter between them. In this case 
Jones would doubtless be provided with distinct proof that 
Smith had escaped from the colony, In a case like this detec- 
tion would be impossible. However few the cases of actual 
rubbery might be, the cases of collusion would be of frequent 
occurrence, Suppose a law was passed for compensating every 
man whose horse was stolen; honest men’s horses would be as 
safe as before, but all the theives horses would be stolen, and 
whilst constables were being sent to the north, west, and east, 
in pursuit, the accomplice would quitely ride the missing 
animal to the south, and the owner would obtain compensation 
from the public purse and share the spoil with his friend. I 
heard only yesterday that a caution was given at the banks 
that some gentlemen from Port Arthur were passing forged 
cheques, but I never heard of a like caution given to solici- 
tors in reference to forged deeds, I may however live to receive 
such a caution. I say once more if these things can be nothing 
can justify such a law; if they cannot, strike out the compensa- 
tion oe and half the objections to the proposed law will be 
removed. 


INTERFERENCE WITH PoweER oF DIsPosaL. 


As to the disposing power, the right which men claim to do 
what they like with their own. We are told of the wisdom of 
our ancestors and the admirable simplicity of the feudal law, 
how this simplicity was destroyed by tle quibbles and fictions 
of the lawyers, but was sought to be restored by the statute of 
uses, and by the invention of trusts, the feudal simplicity 
was again evaded. Now I have known many faults imputed 
to the lawyers but I have never heard them accused of working 


for nothing. I therefore fear that our ancestors did not appre- } 


ciate the blessings they enjoyed but regarded them as intolerable 
restraints, and employed and paid: the lawyers to evade them, 
It was a struggle of centuries, a struggle of right against might. 
Our forefathers when they could not amend or resist the law, 
were driven to evade it, at any cost. At length they achieved 
the freedom which we inherit, and now we are invited in the 
name of simplicity and economy to resume our fetters and sell 
our birthright. The law of Mr. Torrens, like the feudal law, 
requires that every man, to whom any interest in land is 
, Shall be the absolute owner of such interest. Now 

what is the effect of this upon a man’s right to dispose of his 
boas 9 A man may wish to provide for a wife, or a mar- 
ied daughter, for life, out of the rents of land. In this case 

he may vest the land in trustees whose duty it would be to see 
to the application of such rents. But on the death of the wife 
or danghter the land may be limited to Such of her children as 
shall live to attain twenty-one, and over their rights the trustee 
would have no control. On attaining twenty-one the children 
could deal with the property as their own, subject only to their 
mother’s life interest. But Mr. Torrens would insist on 
making the trustees absolute owners of the land with uncon- 
trolled power to sell or mortgage. I met with a case of this 
sort a few days since. Land was devised to trustees for the 
purpose of securing three life annuities, and subject to these 
annuities the trustees were to hold the land in trust fora 
relative of the testator. This relative borrowed a large sum 
on a mortgage of the land, and the mortgage was duly regis- 
tered. Under Mr. Torrens’ law the trustees would have been 
the owners of the land, and the relative would have taken no 
available interest in it; no interest capable of being transferred 
or dealt with by a registered deed. But, says Mr. Torrens, 
you can appoint four trustees, and write ‘no survivorship’ on 
the document, and then there can be no fraud unless all the 
four concur in it! When I take instructions for wills and 
settlements it generally happens that the chief difficulty of my 
client consists in the selection of one or two trustees, in whom 
he can place confidence, but now we are told that men may 
secure themselves by appointing four or five trustees, and re- 
quiring the number to be kept up. Why, to make this law 
work, trustees should be as plentifulas pebbles, There are, 
however, many wills and deeds by which property is limited 
to several persons in succession, who may be legal owners 
without any necessity for appointing trustees; but, even 
in these cases, the new law will not only require the appoint- 
ment of trustees, but confer on them all the powers of owner- 





ship. It is said, however, that parties interested in property 
vested in trustees may protect themselves by entering caveats. 
This can scarcely afford protection to infant children, and even 
with adults equitable interests would be of little avail unless 
they could be dealt with by registered deeds. In this colony 
we are accustomed to have our deeds registered, and in un- 
registered deeds men would have little confidence, Where 
there is no registration as in England, registration of title may 
be a step in advance, Where men are accustomed to the regis- 
tration of deeds, mere registration of title would be a retro- 
grade movement. 


TRUSTEES TREATED AS ABSOLUTE OWNERS. 


Well, assuming four trustees to be found, Mr. Torrens 
tells us they would not concur in exceeding their 
powers, If this is true where is the convenience? If any 
facility of transfer is obtained it must clearly be because they 
will exceed their powers. But can no evils arise from making 
trustees absolute owners, except in cases of actual fraud? I 
scarcely ever knew a settlement made on a married woman, 
which she did not, at some period, seek to upset, ‘ Oh, can’t 
we sell this property, or raise a little money on it, it would be 
the making of us; we could go to New Zealand or Queensland; 
we can’t live on this pittance.” Many years ago I prepared a 
settlement on a married woman in this city; a year or two 
after she waited on me with her husband and said she wished 
the trustees to sell the property. I told her they could not, 
and read the deed to her. She said it was all wrong, she never 
gave such instructions. I had read it wrongly to her when she 
signed it. Next came the trustees; the lady had waited on 
them, and they wished to resign the trust, and appoint new 
trustees of the lady’s choosing. I told them it was useiess— 
no trustee could sell, they could make no title—and no one 
would buy. Again years passed—the husband died, drank, 
and insolvent, and the widow (who still lives in comfort on her 
rents) called on me to express her gratitude. To give 
absolute power to trustees is to ex; them to end- 
less importunity. If honest, they will be driven to 
resign their trust. Men who have neither character 
nor money to lose will be appointed, and there is an 
end of the settlement. But there is another benefit 
from the present law, which would be lost by the 
change, every man who buys from a trustee or mortgagee 
out for his own sake, to see that all is fair and above board— 
with honesty and ordinary care he can make himself perfectly 
safe—and before he pays his money he does so, What, I ask, 
will be the result of depriving those who deal with trustees, of 
all motive, all power, to inquire into the fairness of the trans- 
actions ? No doubt the system would be cheap and si: 

I have already admitted that vigilance and honesty cost 
but I don’t think they should be lightly abandoned. 
to this simplicity, which it seems is to be obtained by 
of printed forms; certain short forms being made by 
equivalent to certain long ones. It follows that, to read a 
constructed on this principle, you must have the deed in 
hand and the Act in the other; the short hand notes and the 
key. And what must be the number of forms if they must be 
adapted to our ever varying necessities and wishes—to find the 
form we want we must keep them by us in cart loads, or we 
must be content to restrict our wants and wishes to the form, 
instead of adapting the form to our convenience. The soul of 
simplicity is truth, and every deed ought to show on its face 
the real nature of the dealing between the parties, and to 
define their rights. Nodocuments perhaps vary more in their 
provisions than leases: if fifty were compared there would pro- 
bably be no two alike, but I could draw three leases in accord- 
ance with the wish of he pee, in less time than I could fill 
up one, with due care accuracy under Mr. Torrens Act. 
Some years since an Act drawn by Lord Brougham, with a 
view to shortening deeds on the principle referred to, was 
passed in England, and afterwards extended here, but it was 
still born, I have seen but one lease drawn under it, and it 
was utterly void. The landlord brought it to me for advice, 
and J recommended hifn to pay his tenant anything in reason 
to quit the house, and to be a wiser man another time. Now 
Mr. Torrens for the sake of simplicity proposes to compel men 
to use these short forms. They can use them now if they like 
but they won't, and can it be just to compel them? Again, 
under the present law, a man who is settling property, cun, if 
he likes, vest it absolutely in the trustees, but, if I suggested 
such a course to a client, he’d laugh at me, Can that be a 
good law, which would compel all men to do, what no man will 
do unless com, ? Now as to cheapness, all will agree that 
the cost of transferring property should be as light as is con- 
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sistent with security and convenience, but on whom should it 
fall? have often heard it asserted that taxation bears more 
on the poor and lesson the wealthy than is just; on this I give 
ho opinion; but I do say if there be any burden which ought 
to fall exclusively on property, it is the risk and expense of 
teers and transferring it. By inquiry at the Register 

ffice I find that the total number of instruments affecting 
land, which have been registered during the last six years 
(notwithstanding the gold diggings) has not exceeded 2,000 in 
each year, and that the fees have barely covered the expense 
of maintaining the office. Yet it is proposed to establish an 
additional and much more expensive register offics, and to 
reduce the scale of fees. But, even if the fees were the 
same, every shilling of the cost must come out of the public 
purse; for whatever is reczived at the new office must be sub- 
tracted from the receipt of the old one. 


System or Cost oF REGISTRATION. 


Now, if any man likes the proposed law, let him have it, 
but those who avail themselves of it on the score of economy, 
should pay their own expenses and not economise by appro- 
priating to themselves the money of the public. I don’t 
mean to say that the new registry should at once bear its own 
expense; this would be absurd; but I do say that the fees 
should be sufficient to cover the costs, when the system is in 
full work—say when half the land is subject to the new law; 
should that day ever arrive. I don’t believe the new law can 
be worked for £3,000 per annum, and if half the land in the 
colony were under its operation, each transfer would, on this 
assumption, cost £3. If the parties pay this sum, where is 
the economy? If it be cast on the public, where is the jus- 
tice? Again, I say, let those who like the new law have it, 
but let them bear their own risk, and let the fee be such that, 
if half the lands of the colony be brought under its operation, 
it may bear its own expenses, 


Lanp Brokers. 


There is yet another element of cheapness however. 
The register office may be expensive, but a great saving 
is to be effected by the employment of gentlemen who 
are to be called land brokers, Their fees on conveyances, 
mortgages, &c., may be estimated at twelve shillings and six- 

ce, or say, fifteen shillings on each transaction. Now, if 

f the lands of the colony were committed to their care, their 
total earnings would amount to £750, and supposing only ten 
were appointed this would give each of them an income of £75. 
For the privilege of exercising this lucrative calling they would 
have to pay £5 yearly for a license, and to find security for 
good behaviour. Where the land brokers are to live, or to carry 
on their business I don’t exactly know, but I suspect their 
position in the community will bear some resemblance to that 
of Mr. Solomon Pell, the intimate friend of the Lord Chan- 
eellor, with whom wehave all made acquaintance, through the 
medium of the Pickwick Papers; and like Mr. Peli, the land 
brokers will probably be found at some pot house in the 
vieinity of the court regaling themselves on three penn’orth of 
rum. 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINST FRavp. 


But it occurs to me that I have omitted to do Mr. 
Torrens one piece of justice. I find that some precautions are 
adopted, before the registrar cancels one certificate of title and 
issues another. The Registrar-General has power to make 
rules, and I will refer to one made by him in South Australia. 
Under that rule‘ no instrument is to be received for registration 
in which an erasure is detected,’ and in case of land being sub- 
divided, a plan of such land, drawn to a fixed scale, must be 
produced. These may be very proper precautions, but they 
come rather too late. This elaborate locking of the stable 
door takes place after the steed is gone, and seems to be 
directed, not against wrong doers, but rather against innocent 
purchasers. To obtain a transfer of land, a purchaser must 
produce his vendor’s certificate of title, with a memorandum of 
sale in duplicate purporting that his pyrchase-money is paid. 
Then come the precautions. ‘Produce your plan,’ says the 
registrar—he produces it, but it is not on an approved scale, or 
an erasure is ‘detected’ in the memorandum of sale; and thus 
the transfer may be refused after the purchaser has paid his 
money, and when the vendor may have left the colony, or may 
decline to sign a second memorandum of sale. Such are the 
consequences of substituting official routine for individual care 
and vigilance, and bestowing judicial powers on one who ought 
to discharge only ministerial duties—you make the registrar 
your master instead of your servant. But let us see with what 
amount of care the judicial function will be exercised and on 








whom the responsibility will really devolve. The Act shall 
speak for itself; by sect. 134 it is enacted, that ‘ The Registrar- 
General shall not receive any application for bringing land 
under the provisions of this Act, or any instrument purporting 
to deal with or affect any land under the provisions of this 
Act, unless there shall be endorsed thereon a certificate that 
the same is correct for the purposes of this Act, signed by the 
applicant or party claiming under or in respect of such instru- 
ment, or by his solicitor, or by a licensed land broker employed 
by him, and the Registrar-General shall not be required to com- 
pare the said instrument with the duplicate thereof, and shall 
not incur or become subject to any liability, action, or other pro- 
ceeding in consequence of any error, mistake, or discrepancy 
therein, but the person who shall falsely or negligently certify 
to the correctness of any such application or other instrument 
shall incur therefore a penalty not exceeding fifty pounds. Pro- 
vided always, that such penalty shall not prevent the person 
who may have sustained any damage or loss in consequence of 
error, or mistake in any such certified instrument or any 
duplicate thereof from recovering damages against the person 
who shall have certified the same.” So the Registrat-General, 
with his judicial powers, and his high salary, is to be exempt 
from all care and responsibility, while Mr. Solomon Pell and 
his brethren, the unfortunate land brokers, with their miser- 
able pittance, are to do the work, to guarantee the accuracy, to 
bear the responsibility, and pay the penalties. I constantly 
send deeds to distant parts of the colony for execution, I have 
lately sent several to Circular Head, and when they are re- 
turned to me, duly executed, I unhesitatingly register them 
They are forwarded to the purchaser, and when they are re- 
turned I am morally certain that the right man has executed 
them, as otherwise the money would not be paid. Collusion and 
fraud are impossible, nor could wrong be done if they were 
forged, for the registration of a forged deed would confer on it 
no validity. But if these deeds were memorandums of sale 
under the new law, couldI dothis? If irrevocable certificates 
of title were to be issued on their production to the registrar, 
upon the bare authority of a declaration purporting to be 
taken before a magistrate, could I write upon them ‘correct 
for registration,’ and append my name? Certainly not. What 
Mr. Pell might do it is not for me to say. What I do say is 
that such a system, if worked at all, must be worked by men 
who have neither money nor character to lose. 





CONCLUSION, 


Before quitting the subject, I may ask how this new 
law is recommended to us, and on what authority ? So 
far as I know, simply by the assertion of its inventor, who 
tells you that it is cheaper, safer, and more convenient than 
any other, and who, above all, cautions you not to listen to the 
objections of lawyers of whom he says that, even where they. 
have no pecuniary interest, they are prejudiced by their educa- 
tion. Such an argument is oddly timed—by a recent amend- 
ment in the law, parties interested in a suit may be examined 
as witnesses on the assumption that they frequently know 
most of the matter in dispute. But apart from interest, Mr, 
Torrens regards the fact of a man being informed, as affordi 
ground to reject his evidence. When 1 was a boy I was to 
that prejudice and ignorance were apt to go together, and that 
merit was modest, but Mr. Torrens tells us that to obtain an 
unbiassed opinion in reference to the law of real property, we 
must consult only those who have not studied the subject, and 
his modesty leads him to conclude that all who do not adopt 
his views are prejudiced. The statement, however, is not with- 
out its value, for it reveals the fact that Mr. Torrens’ instinct 
tells him, that all men conversant with the law will be opposed 
to his views. It has been further stated tht the proposed law 
has worked well for three years in South Australia. But I 
should like to know what law has so worked. ‘The first Real 
Property Act of South Australia comprised 123 sections, and 
was passed on 17th January, 1858. This Act I read and 
tried to understand, but I had scarcely done so when I dis- 
covered that a second Act was passed on the 24th of December 
in the same year; so I had to begin again. When Mr. Torrens 
lectured in this room, he stated that some technical objections 
had been made to the first Act, and that it had therefore been 
amended; now what are the facts? The second Act repeals 
70 sections of the first, and alters six more, and enacts 96 
sections. But on 17th October last Mr. Torrens’ favourite 
remedy, the wet sponge, was applied to both these Acts. They 
were wiped out; and a third Act of 139 sections was substi- 
tuted for them, and at the date of Mr. Torrens’ lecture he had 
applied to the Governor of South Australia, to summon Parlia- 
ment, in order that this last Act might be amended. Again I ask 
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which of these Acts it is that has worked well for three years? 
It further appears that commissioners have been appointed to 
inquire into the working of the Act. That one of the judges 
has been guilty of expressing an opinion at variance with the 
popular view, in consequence of which it has been proposed to 
drag hini from the bench, that another judge has concurred in 
the opinion of the offender, and that the chief justice has 
retired on a pension. If this be true it is tu be feared that 
both the remaining judges are blind to the merits of the new 
law. Do these things prove that it is working well? A few 
words more and I have done. There is an old saying, ‘good 
wine needs no bush,’ If this law is as safe, as convenient, and 
as cheap as is represented, it will no doubt be adopted, and 
every man who likes should be at full liberty to adopt it, but 
surely he should do so at his own cost and risk, and not seek 
to cast the burden on the public. A cheap and good law will 
recommend itself without bribery and without corruption. It 
is suggested that all lands hereafter granted by the Crown 
should be, of necessity, subject to the new law. That lands 
once brought under its operation, should, of necessity, remain 
so, and that the losses and part of the expenses of those who 
adopt the law should be borne by the public. Why is this? 
I have bought land from the Crown and paid part of the pur- 
chase-money. Why should I be compelled to adopt the new 
law? Why should any man be compelled to hold his estate 
under two codes? I'll tell you why—it’s because the advo- 
cates of the new law dare not trust it to its own merits. They 
fear that if not upheld by bribery and compulsion it will be 
still-born like Lord Brougham’s Acts. So they seek to compel 
all men to do what their instinct tells them, few or none will do 
unless compelled, I say let every man have the law who likes 
it, but I protest against the expense being cast on the public 
purse, I protest against all compulsion, and above all I protest 
wom encouraging crime and [paying a premium to the cri- 
minal. 

It will be seen that Mr. Allport addresses his arguments 
mainly to the system which Mr. Torrens in 1858 induced the 
Legislature of South Australia to adopt fur that province. It 
appears that there has recently been an attempt to introduce 
the same system into Tasmania, and this has induced Mr. 
Allport to address himself mainly to the provisions of the 
Australian Act and the general features and operation of Mr. 
Torrens’ plan. As Mr. Torrens, however, was mainly indebted 
to the labours of the English Registration Commissioners of 
1857, this lecture will have almost as much interest for prac- 
titioners in this country as for those in the colonies. We are 
the more readily induced to devote considerable space to this 
valuable essay by the knowledge we have of the very high opi- 
nion which has been formed of its merits by some of our most 
eminent real property lawyers. 


$$ 


BELLIGERENT RIGHTS AT SEA. 
(Concluded from page 93). 


The first article of the French decree of 1792 proclaimed 
the immunity of private property at sea, the second the aboli- 
tion of privateering; and the executive authority was requested 
to negotiate with foreign powers on this basis. The proposition 
was only responded to by the City of Hamburg. 

The negotiations instituted by the United States with the 
different governments of Europe in 1823-4, and which were 
ineffectually renewed some years later with England during 
my connection with the mission to your country, though 
popularly regarded as connected with privateering, had for 
their object the entire abolition of private war on the ocean. 

In proposing a new rule of international law, which can 
only be binding by obtaining an universal assent, it is not to 
be supposed that it can be so framed as to promote special 
interests, or that any one nation is to derive benefit from it to 
the prejudice of another. Unless the Government is entirely 

ed from the individuals of the nation, and war confined 
to the former, the effect of surrendering the right of granting 
commissions to private armed cruisers would be to place the 
commerce of the world at the mercy of the power having the 
greatest military marine. If the consequence of the “ declara- 
tion” was to be, to increase the maritime preponderance of 
Great Britain and France, without even benefiting the general 
cause of civilization, (as their public ships would retain the 
right of capturing private property, while the United States, 
with a superior mercantile revenue, but comparatively without 
a navy, would be divested of all means of retaliation), it could 
hardly have been supposed that the measure would receive the 





necessary sanction. Indeed, the protocol of the Congress 
expressly declares that it would not be obligatory on the 
signers to maintain the principle of the abolition of privateer- 
ing against those Powers which did not accede toit. That 
the American amendment was necessary to give to the “ de- 
claration ” of Paris full effect was soon recognised by most of 
the European Governments, as I have reason to know from 
the perusal of the papers in the Department of State at Wash- 
ington, which were placed at my disposition by the last Ad- 
ministration, with a view to the preparation of a second anno- 
tated edition of “ Wheaton’s Elements.” 

Among the minor maritime States there was a clear unani- 
mity of sentiment, but they naturally awaited, before giving a 
formal reply, the answer of the Great Powers. 

The adhesion of Russia was promptly rendered. Prince 
Gortschakoff instructed, so early as September, 1856, the 
Russian Minister at Washington, to communicate to 
Marcy a copy of his instructions to Baron Brunow. Their 
emphatic language induces me to insert an extract—* Your 
excellency will have an opportunity, in Paris, of taking cog- 
nizance of Mr. Marcy’s note, in which the American proposi- 
tion is developed in that cautious and lucid manner which 
commands conviction. The Secretary of State does not argue 
the exclusive interests of the United States; his plea is put 
for the whole of mankind. It grows out of a generous 
thought, the embodiment of which rests upon arguments which 
admit of no reply. The attention of the Emperor has, in an 
eminent degree, been enlisted by the overtures of the Ameri- 
can Cabinet. In his view of the question they deserve to be 
taken into serious consideration by the Powers which signed 
the Treaty of Paris. They would honour themselves should 
they, by a resolution taken in common and proclaimed to the 
world, apply to private property on the seas the principle of 
inviolability which they have ever professed for it on land. 
They would crown the work of pacification which has called 
them together, and give it an additional guarantee of perma- 
nence. By order of the Emperor you are invited, Baron, to 
entertain this idea before the Minister of Foreign Affairs, and 
to apprize him forthwith that should the American proposition 
become the subject of common deliberation among the Powers, 
it would receive a most decisive support at the hands of the 
representative of his Imperial Majesty. You are even autho- 
rised, Baron, to declare that our august master would be dis- 
posed to take the initiative of this question.” 

The American Minister at Paris was assured by Count 
Walewski, in November, 1856, that the French Government 
would agree to the “declaration” as modified by us, though a 
formal assent was deferred with a view to consultation with 
the other parties to the Treaty of Paris. 

Prussia formally announced, in May, 1857, to Mr. Cass, 
Secretary of State, who had replaced Mr, Marcy, that the 
Cabinet of Berlin gave its adhesion to the proposition made by 
the President of the United States to be added to the prin- 
ciples agreed on at Paris, declaring at the same time that “if 
this proposition should become the subject of a collective de- 
liberation, it can rely on the most marked support of Prussia, 
which earnestly desires that other States will unite in a deter- 
mination, the benefits of which will apply to all nations.” 

Instructions had been given by President Buchanan to sus- 
pend negotiations, as was stated by Lord Palmerston in,s 
debate in Parliament, in July, 1857, before any official action 
was taken by the Government of Great Britain. Lord Palmer- 
ston, whatever changes his opinions may have undergone, had 
expressed himself favourably to the proposition at a public 
meeting in Liverpool; and we have, in the following despatch 
of Count Chreptovitsch, a further evidence of the interest 
which Russia took in the establishment of the principle. “TI 
have,” he says, writing under date of November 3rd, (15), 
1856, “improved a favourable opportunity to converse with 
Lord Clarendon in relation to the condition which the Cabinet 
of Washington appends to its accession to the principles of 
maritime law, embodied in the declaration of 11th (16) April, 
and have delivered to him a copy of your excellency’s despatch 
under date of 1st September. The Premier, in answer to my 
communication, stated to me that her Majesty’s Government 
recognised as a principle the equity of the amendment pro- 

by the American Government, and that he saw no ob- 


jection to make it the subject of a joint deliberation. He, 


however, added, that in the examination of the details of the 
question, it might find itself under the necessity of stipulating 
for certain reservations, which would be submitted at the pro- 
per time and place to the judgment of the Powers that are 
called to discuss the matter.” 

Whether the withdrawal of the Marcy amendment by the 
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late administration arose from a belief that the United States 
éould not, in any event, surrender “a mode of maritime war- 
fare” held by the then Secretary of State “to be peculiarly 
adapted to their condition and pursuits, and essential to their 
defence upon the ocean,” or whether it was thought, as was 
intimated by President Buchanan to the New York Chamber 
of Commerce, that the right of blockade, even as defined in 
the “declaration of Paris,’ would render inoperative the 

romised advantages to the pacific commerce of belligerents, 
is a matter which in no wise affects the principles of this dis- 
cussion. I likewise abstain from adverting to the policy, of 
which I know nothing except from rumour, of the present 
Cabinet of Washington, which, it is said, repudiates the acts 
of its immediate predecessors, without, however, reviving the 
proposition which four years ago had so nearly united the 
suffrages of Christendom. 

The restoration of the rule, sustained by the earlier writers, 
of restricting blockades to places actually besieged, was also 
connested by the senate of Hamburg, with their late proposi- 
tion for the immunity of private property at sea. Such a 
measure is necessary to the perfection of a system which 
would confine war to military operations, and is demanded not 
more for the interest of the peaceable inhabitants of the 
belligerent state than of neutrals. ‘The investment of a 
place by sea and land,” said Mr. Cass, in his instructions for 
concluding maritime conventions in 1859, “ with a view to its 
teduction, preventing it from receiving supplies of men and 
material for its defence, is a legitimate mode of prosecuting 
hostilities, which cannot be objected to so long as war is recog- 
nised as an arbiter of national disputes; but the blockade of a 
coast, or of commercial positions along it, without any regard 
to ulterior military operations, and with the real design of 
carrying on a war against trade, and, fromits very nature 
against the trade of peaceable and friendly powers, instead of a 
war against armed men, isa proceeding which it is difficult 
to reconcile with reason or with the opinions of modern times.” 
In looking, however, to the practical bearing of this matter, it 
is proper to remember that there is little danger of the paper 
blockades of the early part of the present century, which pro- 
fessedly retaliated on neutrals the alleged violations by the 
respective belligerents of the principles of international law, 
being hereafter resorted to by European powers, The decisions 
of the English courts, and they were in accordance with those 
of the French tribunals, during the Russian war, were well cal- 
culated to put an end to all attempts toplace under an interdict 
by a Cabinet notification, the entire coast of an extensive 
territory. I refer particularly to the decision of Lord Kingsdown 
in the Francisca, where it is declared that the notice of a 
blockade cannot be more extensive than the blockade itself; 
that a belligerent cannot be allowed to proclaim that he has 
instituted a blockade of several ports of the enemy when in 
truth, he has only blockaded one; and that a neutral in such a 
ease, is not liable to the penalties attending a breach of block- 

e for afterwards attempting to enter the port which is really 

jlockaded. Moreover, since the peace, Sir Charles Napier, who 
must be. an authority on such a subject, stated in the House 
of Commons, that double or treble the whole British navy 
would not be sufficient to make such a blockade of all the ports 
of France as would conform with the requirements of the 
§* declaration.” 

In this connexion it may not be irrelevant to allude to the 
exception from immuniiy of contraband, contained as well in 
Mr. Marcy’s amendment, as in the articles of the “ declaration” 
referring to the cargoes of neutrals and to neutral property in 
an enemy’s vessel. If the principle of contraband is still to be 
maintained, it is not little to be regretted, that in a solemn 
instrument, intended to settle the uncertainties of maritime law 
it should heve been left wholly undefined. Onno point is there 
a greater diversity of opinion than with respect to the extent of 
its application. By the adoption of the rule that a neutral 
flag protects enemy’s goods, there is no longer any pretence 
for the existence of the right of search, unless as connected 
with contraband. Nor does there appear to be any advantage 
to the belligerent in the continuance of the rule of contraband, 
commensurate with the injuries which it must inevitably cause to 
the neutral in the detention of his ship and the interruption to 
his trade, and from the collisions between neutrals and belli- 

ents, to which the exercise of the right of search must 
evitably give rise. As destination to an enemy’s port is an 
essential point in a question of contraband, in all cases where 
the rule is of any practical importance to a belligerent, the law 
of blockade, even though that right should be restricted to 
places.actually besieged, would also intervene, 





T have already remarked that, unless the abolition of priva- 





teering had in view the immunity of private property it 
was without object. Moreover, no new rule can. stand the 
test of international morality unless it confers equal advantages 
and imposes equal obligations on all states, great and small. 
The immunity proffered must be a defence‘as well against the 
spoliations of an enemy possessed of a great military marine, 
as of a state whose resources are confined to her mercantile 
navies. The article under consideration, in the terms of the 
“ declaration,” can only, like the denunciation of the slave trade 
by the Congress of Vienna, address itself to the consciences of 
the powers. ‘That matter required, to give it any practical 
effect, special conventional stipulations, followed by legislation ; 
and though by a gross misnomer, the term “piracy ” was 
applied to its infraction, the statute offence is distingnished 
from the crime of the same name under the law of nations, 
which was everywhere justiciable. The phrase “ La course est 
et demeure abolie,” Lord Colchester in an carly debate remarked 
had been rendered by an English writer on international law 
“ cruising is and remains abolished.” That would of course, 
extend to the immunity of merchant. ships from. public as 
well as private vessels of war, if it did not abolish maritime 
war altogether. oP 

Capturing private property at sea, without a commission from 
some authority, is piracy; but it is not necessary thata govern- 
ment, in order to enjoy belligerent rights, should be formally 

ised by any other Power, and among these rights is 
of issuing letters of marque and reprisal. i seat 

Whether any case is within the principle of the arrangement 
of Paris, every nation, to which a vessel belongs, must decide 
for itself, subject of course to complaint on the part of the other 
contracting parties; but no state can undertake to .outlaw a 
cruiser of another power provided it has a commission from a 
de facto Government, for any infraction of the article against 
privateering. It is not to be presumed that the Congress.of 
Paris undertook to determine the form to be given either to ths 
military or naval organisation of the respective parties to the 
“ declaration.” What species of property shall be exposed to 
hostilities is a matter which comes home to the interests both 
of neutrals and belligerents, and it may be asubject for Cohven- 
tional regulation; but so far as principle is concerned, it is cer- 
tainly of little importance whether a war is conducted by ves- 
sels owned by individuals and chartered by the Government 
or whether they have been originally constructed in the public 
yards, It is well kuown that at one period France was in the 
habit of making arrangements with corsairs of other countries 
as well as her own, to carry on public wars, There is, it is 
believed, a clause in the contracts which the British Government 
has with its Transatlantic steamers for the conversion of them 
into vessels of war, and at this moment the Congress of 
United States is deliberating on authorizing the employment of 
merchant ships to enforce the measures of coercion now going on 
towards the seceded States, and on the establishment of a volun- 
teer navy, the commissions in which, like those of the volun- 
teers on shore, are to be temporary and confined to the imme- 
diate service. Can any one doubt their right, were the United 
States to become parties to the “‘ declaration,” of employing 
their volunteer navy for any purpose, even for the capture.of 
private property, in which the public vessels of other nations 
might properly be engaged? 

It has been, I'am aware, alleged as an objection practically 
applicable to privateers, that their officers are ordinarily of a 
less elevated class than those of ships of war, and that there- 
fore, there is danger of a greater abuse of their power of visita- 
tion. It is sufficient that the responsibility of a nation is as 
much pledged for the observance of the law of nations by the 
one as by the other species of force. Nor is it. to be forgotten 
that it is to public cruisers, and not to privateers, that the 
cruelties at different times inflicted by the destruction of the 
establishments of unarmed fishermen are to be ascribed. From 
what has been stated it may be inferred that the “ declaration” 
as to piveneinn in its present, form so far from being operative, 
would only give rise to new complications and charges of 
evasion; while, if the reform was addressed to the immunity of 
private property in its extended sense, there would be nothing 
to interfere with its application. 

Though the proposition for exempting merchantmen from 
capture by public ships was withdrawn by the Government of 
the United States, it was revived in 1858 by another American 
State. Brazil proposed that “all private property without ex- 
ception of merchant vessels, should under 
protection of maratime law, and be free from the attacks 
of cruisers of war.” The subject was subsequently, in con- 
sequence of the movements of the commerce of Hamburg 
and Bremen grea ly discussed by the publicists of Germany, 
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and in the Chamber of Deputies of Prussia. Being in Gey 
thany at the time, I had an opport: nity of appreciating the 
importance thus attached to it tea, even by those States which did 
not themselves possess a commercial marine, but whose manu- 
factures, exported from Bremen and Hamburg, were subject to 
the dangers and embarrassments which attach to neutral pro- 
perty in time of war. Count Rechberg assured me ome 
though little of the Austrian commerce passed through thei 
port of Trieste, yet that he placed such a value on the expo 
and imports to and from the United States and elsewhe 
through the Hanse Towns, that should the subject come before 
an European Congress, it would receive his support. 

The publicists, who have discussed this topic, have in general 
pone the are pe but I bave within a few months 
received a pamphlet of a hg way import, (“ Propriétés pri- 
vées des sujets Belligérants,”) from M, Hautefeuille, the md 
author of several treatises on maritime law. M. H. has ever 
been opposed to the abolition of privateering, which measure 
he deems to have been brought forward in the interests of 
England, while he ascribes the a eS of the immunity of 
aie property at sea toa profound American policy, which 

resident Buchanan’s attempted negotiations as to blockades 
would only have rendered more complete. He entirely mis- 
takes the scope of the Marcy Amendment, which was intended 

conciliate, as far as practicable, the supposed demands ot 

umanity with what was dus to the safety of the United States. 
No one doubted that in acceding, even with the amendment, to 
the “ Paris declaration,” this country would be abandoning the 
most efficient of its belligerent resources. M. Hautefeuille’s 
argument is based on controverting what he deems the false 
assumption that private property on land was free from belli- 
gerent capture, and denying that its immunity either at sea or 
on land is demanded by any considerations of humanity. My 
time will not permit me to follow M. Hautefeuille in his 
elucidations. It may be remarked, as to his first point, that 
ay inaccuracy of the advocates of exemption from capture 

at sea, with reference to the existing rule as to the land, can 

in no wise affect the principle, except to include, if he is cor- 
rect, the latter in the proposed reform, ‘The treaty, as our 
author fully admits, of 1785, between Prussia and the United 
States, in ite explici php both as to sea and land, left 
nothing to be supplied in this respect. M, Hautefeuille con- 
tends that the evils of war are to be estimated by its duration 
and that the more destructive its operations are, the more it is 
brought home to all classes of the community, the more is the 
cause of humanity promoted. Without derogating from this 
course of reasoning, illustrated by the. short Italian campaign, 
with its bloody battles of Magenta and Solferino, it is to be 
noticed that the absence of commorce and the. stagnation of 
affairs enumerated by him, are among the consequences of war, 
which it is the object of the proposed plan, at least, to dimin- 
ish. M. Hautefeuille’s argument, taken in its fullest extent, 
would ignore all the changes which the civilization of centuries 
has introduced into the conduct of war. Neither the exchange 
nor ransom of prisoners would be tolerated, but slavery or 
death would be the lot of captives. 
. I have written thus much, calamo currente; and as it is only 
possible that, even if sent to the post-office at once, it will 
teach you in time for the proposed meeting, I have no oppor- 
tunity for corrections, much less for transeribing. You will 
receive the note in its rough form, as an evidence of my desire 
to respond to your flattering invitation. 
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Avmission of Attorneys. 





Queen's Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION, 
Hilary Term, 1862. 
4 and the attorneys to whom 
[The elerka! nese tr tengned Slow im otdioary typed]. 
AcpeErson, Epwarp Samvet.—T. H. Scarborough, 5, Blooms- 
bury-square. 
ALpERson, Francis Bennet.—P. R. Alderson, 5, Blooms- 
bury-square. 
ArNotp, Epwarp.—H. G. Brydone, Petworth. 
Baxter, THomas.—'T. Watson, Lutterworth.. 
Bennett, Epwarp Gaskine.—J, N. Bennett, Plymouth, 
Brxson, Jonn.—Robert Benson, Cockermouth; W. Moordaff, 
Cockermouth, 
Brkrram, Jorius ALrrev.—J. Eade, New wnt Chambers, 


Brrxs, Henr¥.—J. P. Wood, York. 

Bocxett, Dantev.—F. H. Janson, 4 Basinghall-street. 

Fonb, Joun.—M. Myres, Preston. 

Brown, THomas ParkinsoN.—T. Brown, Skipton. 

Bunos, Danie, Travers.—G. Burges, 70, "Lincoln inn- 

elds 
a saan James Frepericx.—G. Tallents, Newark-upon- 
rent. 

CuaLk, Romunp, G. H, Seymour, York. 

CuamBers, WitulaM Joun.—J. Franklin, Halifax; 5. B 
Chambers, Brighouse, Halifax. 

CuappLte, Henry Torrincton.—J. Chapple, 10, Great 
Carter-lane. 

Curtrock, Joun Carsgey.—G. A. Dye, Norwich; R. Kerrison, 
Norwich. 

Coote, FREDERICK popes, —F. W. Thorp, St. Ives. 

Corset, MititER.—R. T. Rea, Worcester. 

Coren, Epwarp WaLker.—J. ‘Burrup, Gloucester. 

Cross, WiLLr1AM, Jun.—W. Cross, Prescot. 

Deane, Henry.—H. Footner, Andover, 

Dixon, Joun Henry.—B. Dixon, Wakefield. 

Eis, Ropert Kearse ALves.—A, Bradbury, 22, Basinglidll- 
street. 

Fawcett, Wint1aM Ruopes.—William Faweett, Yarm. 

Fe.tuaM, Henry.—J. Feltham, Hingham. 

Gory, Witttam WiLkixson.—W. H. Goy, — 
Humber, 

GREATWOOD, Francis Ross.—A. Waddington, Usk... 

GRIMALDI, Cuartes Beavrorr.—J. S. Burn, Copthall-eourt; 
C. T. Ware, Copthall-court. 

GRouEsBeER, Henry Josepu.—T. Knowles, Coventry.» 

Hare, Freperick TRELAWNY,—Charles C, Whiteford, Ply- 
month. 

Harwar, Richarp Henry.—W. Slater, jun Bis Manchester. 

Hirwoop, Lacy.—E. Thompson, Salters’ Hall. 

Horer, Henry.—aA. S. Greene, Lewes; J. Hoper, Lewes; J. 
Senior, 20, New Inn, Strand. 

Hortix, Joux Henry.—Thomas Nicks, Warwick; E. W. 
Field, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Howes, Rospert Piumprre.—H. Hansell, Norwich. 

Hueues, Robert Lewis. —J, Livett, Bristol. 

Innes, GEorGE Rosz,, jun.—G. R. Innes, 20 Billiter-street. 

InskiP, JaMEs.— W., Bevan, Bristol, and Stapleton-road, Gloy- 
cester. 

JONES, Marnwarine.—T, Bristowe Young, New Inn. 

KENNEDY, Rernoitps.—T. Kennedy, 26, cery-lanes and 
Devonshire -road, Balham. 

LANE, ‘THEOPHILUS, jun.—T, Lane, Hereford. 

Lewis, ALBERT Catxrn.—R. B. Postans, 12, SoathiSjhere, 
Gray’s-inn; G. 8. Chevalier, 73, Chaneery-lane. 

LEwIs, Epwarp TyrReL.—Charles Lewis, Albany-court- 
yard, 

Lewis, Lovis.--J. G. Lewis, Ely-place. 

Linpo, ArTHUR.—N. Lindo, 47a, Moorgaté-street, 

Ler, Frepericx. Henry.—D. W. Wire, ‘Turn whieel- 
ane 

Low, Owen.—A. Low, Portsea; G. Chapman, 24, Lineoln’s- 
inn-fields, 

Lowe, Joun.—K. Clegg, Oldham, 

Mountarx, Roszrt Smira.—Henry Wilson, Alford; L. 
Wilson, Alford. 

Nuxrn, Joun Joseru.—S. Stone, Leicester. 

Pappison, JosePH.—W. Latham, Melton Mowbray. 

RBEVEs, Joun Donatpsox.—G. Debenham, Salters’s Hall. 

Rickerts, WitL1AM TYLER.—W. Latham, Sandbach. 


(The remainder will appear next week.) 
—_——~>—— ; 





The returns made to the Poor Law Board show that the 
inerease of pauperism goes on, though to a much-less “extent 
than might haae been expected, At the close of September it 
was 5°56 per cent. over the corresponding period of 1860. At 
the close of October it had reached 5°93 per cent. The chief 
change in October was in the north-western district—Lanca- 
shire and Cheshire, which are remarkable in ordinary times ft 
the small numter of their paupers. At the end of 
last they were 5°53 per cent. more than at the same date in 


4860, but at the end of October they had increased so 


greatly 
as to be 10°38 per cent. more than at the end of October, 1860, 
but still these two counties, with, as com for , 
with the south-western or the south-eastern of 





Temple. 


@ population of three to every two in either of those 
districts, have much fewer paupers they. ' 
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aw Students’ Fournal. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 1861-62. 


Mr. Freeman Oriver Harnzs, on Conveyancing, Monday, 
December 16. 

Mr. Witt1am Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile 
Law, Friday, December 20. 

The lectures will be resumed on Mendey: the 6th of January 
next, and be continued to the end of the several courses in 
March. 

—_—_——~——_-— 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
KING—On Dec. 6, prematurely, at Tunbridge Wells, the wife of John 


Daniel King, Esq., rrister- at-Law, of a daughter. 
— ne 9, at Canterbury, the wife of Herbert Tritton Sankey, 


Esq., 
WHITEHEAD On Dec. 7, at Maidstone, the wife of Arthur Whitehead, 
Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 


ARMSTRONG—MACAN—On Dec. 5, at Dublin, John R. Armstrong, Esq., 
of Thornton Manor, Cheshire, to Susan Frances, daughter of the late 
Judge Macan, Dubiin, 

DOWNES— SMITE—On Dec. 7, George Hooton Downes, Esq., of the Stock 
Excharge, to Gertrude, widow of the late James Smith, Esq., and 
ome of the late Archibald Richard Francis Rosser, Esq., of Lincoln’s- 


FISH—SPICKETT—On Dec. 5, Augustine Fish, Esq., of Great St. Helen’ is 
to Fanny Virgor, daughter of the late John Spickett, Esq,, of Clifford 


inn. 

LEGGETT—MURPHY—On ‘ct. 31 last, at Bombay, Charles Leggett, 
Esq., Solicitor, Bombay, to Ianthe, daughter of the late Robert Xavier 
Murphy, Esq , Chief Translator and Interpreter to H.M.’s Supreme 

rt of Pow “Borg Bombay. 

W'LEOD—LANAKI~on Dec. 4, at Florence, Helen, daughter of the late 
Peter M'Leod, Esq., of Polbeth, to Saree Lanari, Advocate, Florence. 

SLOPER—WOODRUFFE_On Dec, 7, George Enstace Montague Hare 
Sloper, Esq., of East Woodhay, Berks, to Bella Medora, daughter of the 
late John Woodruffe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Burton Overy. 


DEATHS. 
HENDERSON—On Dec. 5, Gilbert Henderson, Esq., Recorder of Liverpool. 
SMITH—On Dec. 4, Maria Matilda, wife of ‘Augustus Delauney Sinith, 
Esq., of 27, Great James-street, Bedford-row. 


Se te 
London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolbed. 
Fruipayr, Dec. 6, 1861. 


Tierney Clark Matthews and William Orlando Stoton, 2 Arthur-st, West, 
London, Attornies and Solicitors. Dec.2. By mutual consent. 


GM iudings-up of Joint Stock Comypantes. 
Fripar, Dec. 6, 1861. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Great Western Coal Company.—Vice-' or . Kindersley purposes, on 
Dec. 19 at 12, to make a call on the contributories of the company for 


ot 
on Life Assurance peer —Creditors to prove their debts before Vice- 
ane Wood forthwi 
West Bromwich Friend- tn-Need Equitable and Permanent £100 Money 
pons 2 -— Petition for Winding-up, presented Dec. 3, will be heard be- 
ice-Chancellor Kindersley on . 20. Mackeson & Goldring, 
59 — s-inn-fields, London ; agent for Henry Jackson, West Brom- 


LiMiTED IN BANKRUPTCY. 

Cardiff and Caerphilly Iron Company (Limited). Peg oy call of £2 per 
share, to be paid on or before Dec. 17, to George John Graham, Officia) 
Liquidator, 25 Coleman-st, London. 

Vale of Clwyd Mining Company (Limited).—Commissioner Fonblanque 
has appointed Dec. 18, at 1.30, to settle the list of contributories of this 


Touespay, Dec. 10, 186). 

Uncimirep 1n CHANCERY. 
National Assurance and Investment Association.—The Master of the Rolls 
will proceed, on Dec 12 at 12, to settle the list of contributories of this 


company. 
Limited 1N Bankruptcy. 
Crystal Palace Printing and Publishing Company (Limited).—Order to 
wind up, Dec 5. Same day, H. H. Stansfeld was appointed official 
liquidator. Proof of debts, Dec 31 at 12. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fawwar, Dec. 6, 1861. 

Barclay, Rebert, formerly of 2 Abchurch-lane, London, but late of | Bel- 
mont-ter, Lewisham-rd, Kent, ksq. Feb 28. Sol Duff, 5 Nicholas-lane, 
Lombard-st. 

Charles Frederick, Esq., 9 and 11 Southampton-bidgs, Holborn, 

and 15 Gloucester-ter, Hyde-park, Middlesex, Surveyor, Feb 15. 
Sols Lie Twisden, Parker, & Co., 60 Russell-sq. 

rt, Clifford-st, saree no Tailor. March 5. Sols Jas. & John 


angod, 1a 14 King William-st, Strand. 
John, Totnes, Devonshire, Gent. Jan i5. Sols W.&C. 
Seer feaey. 


company. 





ae me William Robert, Parsonage, Bishop's Stortford, Hertford, Esq. 
ba oh 10. Sol Unwin. Sawbridgeworth, Herts. 
hia, 2 Cecil-sq, Margate, Widow. Jan 14. Sols Kempson & 
1 Abingdon-st, Westminster. 
werent 2 william, Mendham White House, Harleston, Norfolk, Gent. 
Jan 28. Mary Norman, Executrix, Harleston. 
Ramus, Richard Henry, Bognor, Sussex, Esq. Jan 18. Sol Parker, 40 
Bedford-row, Middlesex. 
Smart, ay pone Fitzroy-rd, St. Pancras, Middlesex, Gent. Jan 3. Sols 
Eyre & Lawson, | John-st, Bedford-row 
Wish, William, Torquay, Builder. Jan 15. Sols W. & C. Kitson, Tor- 


quay. 
: Torspar, Dec. 10, 1861. 

Beloe, William Charles Pochin, Bristol, and of Charlton House, Wraxall, 
Somersetshire, Merchant. Jan 81." Sols Abbott, Lucas, & Leonard, 
Bristol. 

Chapman, Mrs, Catherine Mary, 8 Vale-pl, Fulham, Middlesex, Widow. 
Jan 10. Sols Parker, Lee, & Haddock, 18 St. Paul's Church-yard. 

Clarke, Rev. Henry, Gisborough, Yorkshire, Clerk. Feb 1. W. Weatherili 
and T. T. Trevor, Gisborough, Yorkshire, Executors 

Cook, Robert Sweeting, Clifford- -st, Bond st, Middlesex, Tailor. March 6. 
Sols James & John Hopgood, 14 King William-st, Strand, 

ret, oe George, Leamington Priors, Warwickshire, Maltster. March |. 


Mills, John, 14 St. George’s-pl, Brighton, Sussex, a Jan 20. Sols 
Bellingham, King, & Onions, 56 Middle-st, Brighto! 

Nottidge, George, Castle Hedingham, Essex, Esq. Feb 15. Sols Howard, 
Inglis, & Keeling, Colchester. 

Rawlings, William, Bradmore House, Queen-st, Hammersmith, Middlesex, 
Gent. Jan lil. Sol Hanrott, 15 Bedford-row, Middlesex. 

Richardson, Elizabeth, Fallowfield, Haswell, Durham, Widow. Feb 5. 
Sol Smith, 40 Sadler-st, Durham. 

Scott, Eliza "ann, Grosvenor-pl, Bath, Widow. Jani. Sols Hare & Wad- 
ham, 3 Small-st, Bristol. 

Sweet, William, Stoke Damerel, Devonshire, Gent. Feb 3. Sol Gard, 
20 St. Aubyn-st, Devonport. 

bes moe) Frances, Leamington Priors, Warwickshire, Spinster. March 1. 

eld. 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fawwary, Dec, 6, 1861. 

Boileau, Samuel Brandram, ey peoeenen in Her Majesty's 
Army. Jan 15, Boileau v. King, 

Culhane, Daniel, Lowfieln-st, Dantes, Kent, Surgeon. Jan 13. Clay v. 
Culhane, V. C. Stuart. 


Dunnage, Charles, eae omg A of Oxford-ter, Clapham-rd, Surrey, and late 
of fares’ Victoria, Ai Gent. June 2, Garrard v. Were, 
V. C. Stuart. 


Gaydon, Marianne, 28 Half ees Piccadilly, Middlesex, Widow. Jan 9. 
Saunders v. Rotherham, V. C. Stuart. 

Green, James, 15 President-st. East, King-sq, St. Lukes, Middlesex, Gold 
Watch-case > sed Jan 8. Green v. me eg bic Cc. Wood 

Bower, George Ha’ called George Hanson. , Kingston-upon 
Hull, Ship how Jan 10. Bower v. Bower, V. C. Stuart. 

Ingram, Charlotte, Colchester, Widow, Janil. Ingram v. Jones, M. R. 

— aes dione 50 Wrotham-rd, Gravesend, Farmer. Jan li. Sanders v. 

yer, V. C, Stuart. 

Jenkins, John, Union-ter, Aston, near Birmingham, Publican. Jan 11. 
Palmer v. Palmer, V. C. Wood. 

Kelaart, Edward Frederick, Ceylon, Staff-Surgeon in her Majesty's Army. 
Hussey v. Kelaart, V. C. Stuart. 

einen Richard, Fairfield-st, Manchester. Jan 8. Greenhalgh ® 


M.R. 
— Alfred, Wellington-st. North, Covent Garden, Middlesex, Whole- 
le Perfumer. Jan8. Oldridge v. Mitchell, V. C. Kindersley. 
wie John, Colchester, Carpenter. Jan8. Bawtree v. Start, M. R. 


TugsparY, Dec. 10, 1861. 

Ashton, Job, 13 Camden-st, Islington, and New Wharf-rd, Caledonian-rd, 
Middlesex, Whartinger and Salt Merchant. Jan 8. Carter v. Arden, 
M. R. 

a, ney 13 Glengall-grove, Old Kent-rd, Surrey, Esq. Jaa 8. 


Donaldson, 

Eh ge ong John (otherwise Isaac Talbot), 6 gg St. Luke’s, Chelsea, 
Middlesex, Gent. Jan ii. Long v. M. R. 

Newton, Thomas, 37 and 38 Friday-st, Cheapside, London, and 6 St. Mar- 
garet's-ter, St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, Cigar Manufacturer. Jan il, New- 
ton v. Newton, V. C. Wood. 

Pedder, James, Ashton Lodge, Ashton-under-Ribble, Lancashire, Esq. 
Jan 8. Gilbertson v. Newsham, M. R. 

hens, Edward, formerly of Adelaide, South Australia, and late of 
Howard Lodge, Maida-vule, Middlesex, Esq. Feb 20. Storr v. Storr, 
V. C. Kindersley. 

Winterflood, Charles, Nelson-pl, Merton, Surrey, Gent. Jan 10. Garne v. 

Kedworth, V. C. Stuart. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fauwar, Dec. 6, 1861. 

Chappell, Joseph, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Nov 25. Sols Hearn & 
Mew, Ryde, isle of Wight. 

Cooper, Thomas, jun., Hythe and New Romney, Kent, Fellmonger. 
Nov 26. Sols Stringer & Son, New Komney. 

Faweett, John, Dalton, Kirkheaton, Yorkshize, and Isaac Bentley, Mold- 
green, Kirkheaton, Cattle Food Manufacturers (Fawcett & sentley). 
Nov 27. Sol Mills, Huddersfield, 

Tvespax, Dec. 10, 1861. 

Rose, William, aes, Warwick, Bookseller and Stationer. Nov 21. 
Sol Moore, Warwic’ 

Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptep Act, 1861. 
‘ Farvay, Dec, 6, 1861. 

Aylan, Thomas, Stockton-upon-Tees, Ship Broker. Nov 22. Composi- 

tion, Reg Dec 4. ‘ 
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Dec. 14, 1861. 
bas Tae: Ramsgate, Cement Merchant. Nov 21. Assignment: 
mM... Jonn, Chevington, Suffolk, Grocer. Nov 5. Assignment of 


Reg Dec 2. 
— Grocer. Nov. 20. Conveyance of 
id estate. Reg Dec 2. 


Buck, Hart, Grantham, Draper. Nov6. Assignment. Reg Dec 2. 

Camplin, Robert, 2 Brockley-ter. Brockley-lane, Deptford, Kent, Iron- 
monger. Nov 13. Assignment. Reg Dec 3. 

Chant, George, Milborne Port, Gemeetar. Beerhouse and General 
Shopkeeper. Novil. Conveyance. Reg Dec 2. 

— ie Manchester, Glass Manufacturer. Nov 27. Composi- 


‘eg Dec 2. 
Dorrell, a Elizabeth, Etnam-st, Leominster, Widow. Nov 6. As- 


signment. Reg Dec 4 
cibon, Charen Aterclin Bridge, Sheffield, Builder. Nov 13. Assign- 
meni 


Dec 5 
— Joseph, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. Nov 13. Assignment. Reg 
Hendy, bt ag 70 Fratton-rd, Portsea, Baker and Grocer. Nov8. As- 
signmen Reg Dec 4. 
Hidderley, "onion Macclesfield, Victualler. Nov 8. Assignment. 


Holmes, John, Doncaster, Tailor. Nov 7. Assignment. Reg Dec 5. 
Jordan, or jun., Liverpool, Oil Merthant. Nov 22. ‘Assignment. 





} Baker, Thomas, 2 Wilder-st, Bristol, Painter. Pet Dee 2. Bristol, Dea 
Sol Sabine. Bristol. 


bath, Sep Lonaon Dee 31" Sel >} ‘ol Gualttyrete nan Gee 

5 t 

Batten, Samuel, ———- Sue Breaker. Pet Nov 23. Peter- 

» Dec 7. Sol Parkinson, Rutland. 

Baxter. Joseph Walter Raleigh, Emswort 
Dec 3. Portsmouth, Dec 23. Sol Way, Portsea. 

Begbie, Rev. Alexander George, Beami 
minster. Pet sano 18 (in form& pauperis). Dorchester, Dec 26. 
Weston, Dorcheste 

Bidgood, Robert, and William Day, Nottingham, Lace Makers. Pet Dec 
3. Birmingham, Dec 19. Sols buttery Heath, N Nottingham. 

as poey Joseph, 190 Lake-rd, Landport, Portsea, Carpenter . 

Pet Dec 3. Portsmouth, Dec 23. Sol Cousins, 

ea, Mark, Oxford: st, ‘Manchester. Furniture Seas, Pet Nov 19. 

Manchester, gt = B . Gardner, Manchester. 

inn, Tanner-row, York, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Dee'2. York, Bee aT Sol Mason, York. 

Borland, James, jan., 13 High-street, «a Surrey, Cheesemonger. 
Pet Dec 2 London, Dec 19. Sol Marshall, Sway ae gag 

Bowman, Thomas, Kirkby, hagacey og carey Ren ime Burner. Pet Dee 5. 

Breeze, Thomas, 144 Etruria-road, Hanley, Stoke-upon-Trent. Pet Dec 
3. Hanley. Dec 18. Sol Lichfield, Newcastle-under-Lyne. 

Brice, James, 5 Castle-green, Bristol, Auctioneer. Pet Dec 3, Bristol, 


Reg Dec Dec 20. Sol pos ay Bristol. 
Langan, Pairick, Emania-house, Townshend-road, St. John’s Wood, —— and George Brown, be agg Middlesex, Millers. 
Middicsex, Egg Merchant. Novil. Composition. Reg Dec 5. , Pet Dec 3. London, Dee 21" Sol Haynes, 25, , Orchard-st, Portman. sq. 
Popplewell, Frank, gg Lees, Dewsbury, Yorkshire, Overlooker. ' Caton, James Septimus, 7 Caroline-bldgs, Bidston, Chester. Post-office 
Novi6. A Reg Dec 2. Clerk. Pet Dec2. Birkenhead, Dec 23. Sol Bretherton, al. 
Silvey, bein re Summer-! jane, Birmingham, Draper. Nov 11. j Chita, ame, 97 een A wtman.sq, Lodging-house Keeper. ° Pet 


Assignment. Reg Dec 
ee (ban Walsall, Travelling Draper. Nov. 12. Assignment, 
=e Wilham, hy seems Yorkshire, Wheelwright. Nov9. As- 


Vickers, Benjamin, i Hey! 's-lane, hep * “5 yaa Surrey, Cider Mer- 
chant. Composition. Reg Dec 

Ward, Beeste —- n Armisted, pa dal Cotton Manufacturers. 
Nov 6. Assignment. R 

Winkfield, John Thomas One il 18. Fenchurch-st, London, Gent. Nov 7. 
Composition Reg Dec 2 

Wulfson, William, 98 Stock-st, Fn Manchester, Wholesale Jeweller. 
Nov 25. Composition. Reg Dec 

Tuespay, Dec. 10, 1861. 

Bennett, Thomas, Clarendon-villas. Sean Plumstead, Kent, Builder. 
Nov 28. Assignment. Reg Dec 9 

Borley, Joseph — Liverpool, Ships Stores Dealer. Nov 9. Assign- 
ment. 
Brooke, Uriah, Honeyhole, Lan a Yorkshire, Cotton Manufacturer. 


Nov9. Assignment. Reg Dec 6. 
Uttoxeter, Staffordshire, Joiner. Nov 11. Composition. 
Assignment. 


Dec 6. 
re ee Joseph, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Nov 25. 


Dew i eat, and John Marshall Dewick, East Retford, Nottingham- 
shire, Grocers’ and —e Spirit Merchants (Dewick & Son). Nov 21. 


Assignment. 
Gilbert, — Haslemere, Surrey, Farmer. Nov 13. Assignment. 


Goswell, Thomas, Colney Hatch. Middlesex, Builder, and of Elizabeth-ter, 
. Grocer. Dec 7. Composition. Reg Dec 9. 
Gray, es 60 Mill-st, Liverpool, Hosier. Nov 13. Assignmert. 


Reg Dec 
—T Joseph, Hailsham, Sussex, Draper. Dec 2. Assignment. Reg 


Lawton, fcc Sheffield, Surgeon. Nov8. Assignment. Reg Dec 6. 
Lawton, Sa muel, Sheffield, Surgeon. Nov 22. Assignment. Reg Dec 6. 
Mitchell, William, Hartley e's. Stansfield, Halifax, Stone Mason. 
t. 


Nov 29. Assignm 

Pickles, John, Crawshaw Booth, Lancashire, Grocer. Nov 29. Assign- 
ment. Reg Dec 7. 

Robinson, Thomas, Much-' eons. and dog Nicholas-st. Coventry, Ribbon 
Manufacturer. Nov 29. Reg Dec 9. 

Rogers, George Gascoigne, Ay enry hee Sheffield, Coach Builders, 
Nov 30. Assignment. Reg Dec 9. 

Rule, Maria, Camborne, Cornwall, Widow, Shopkeeper. Nov Il. As- 


Reg Dec 7. 
— Thomas, ot Cross st, Southampton, Grocer. Nov 27. Assign- 


Reg 
“_. el, Jou, Carbrooke, Norfolk, Farmer. Nov 21. Assignment. Reg. 
Terelt, "cares, ny a near Darlington, Jeweller. Nov ll. As- 


signment. Reg Dec 

Walker, Johr, Liverpool, Draper. Nov 20. Assignment. Reg Dec 5. 

Gankrupis. 
Fruipar, Dec. 6, 1861. 

Adams, Frederick, Peterborough, Hairdresser. Pet Dec 4. Peterborough, 
Dec 17. Sol Rutland, Peterborough. 

Albrecht, John Jacob, 14 Cornwall-rd, Lambeth, Surrey. Pet Dec 5. 
London, Dec 31. Sol Bennett, 181 Tooley-st, London 

Andrew, William, Pattrington. Pet Nov i4, Hedon, Dec 16, Sol Harle, 
Leeds. 


Ashdown, Henry, 85 Powis-st, Woolwich, Kent, Confectioner. Pet Dec 5. 
London, Dec 19. Sol Chipperfield, 3 Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Ashford, Thomas Francis.,29 Lorimer-sq, Walworth, Surrey, Commission 
Agent. Pet Dec2. London, Dec 21. Sol Chapple, 19 Great Carter- 
Jane, London. 

Azton, Sarah, New Inn, Erville-st, Stourbridge, Licensed Victualler. Pet 

Dec 19. Sol Maltby, Dudiey. 

. Pet Dec 2. Leeds, 


Traveller. 
Baker, Edward, RAE, SaRecttinn. Saas, Pet Dec 2. 
Werethampien, Dee Dec 19. Wael Cresswell, Willeniall 








5 (in forma pai London, Dec 19. 
cuiiees, John, Knock ‘pear Sevenoaks, Kent, Farmer. Pet Dec 3. 

London, Dec 24. Sol Mote, 33 Bucklersbury. 
1 Labourer. Pet Dee 3. Rugby, 


Coven 
Ch William, Heighington, near Darlington, Artist. Pet Dec 4. 
apmen, Wiki, oa do be 18. Sol Sheng Sunderland. 
hinge, ee Seay Plumber. Pet. 


Pet Dec 2. London, Dec 18. 


Printer. 
& Boyer, Old Jewry. 
Stewart, -cottage, West-st, Deal. Pet Nov 30. 
Deal, Dec 16. Sol Drew, Deal. 

Crang, Waiter, Combmartin, Devonshire, es and John 
Braunton, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet Dec 2. Barnstaple, Dec 17. 
Bencraft. Barnsta; 

Davies, Abel, Tunnell Mouth, near Tunstall, Staffordshire, Miner. Pet 
Dec 4. Hanley, Dec 18. Sol Harding, 

Davis, Mark, 3, St. John-st, Islington, Middlesex, Traveller. Pet Dec 3. 
London, Dec 21. Sols Lewis & Lewis, 10 Ely-pl, London. 

Desoer, William, 149 Vauxhall-rd, Liverpool, Team Owner. Nov 19, 
Lancaster, Dec Sol G , Manchester. 

Duffy, James, Marshall-st, Oldham-rd, Manchester, Chair and Cabinet 
Maker. Nov 14. Manchester, ae Sol Eltoft, Manchester. 

Dutton, William Henry, a oe aaa Farmer. Pet Dec 
3. London, Dec 31. ‘ewstead, | 8 yl, Landon 

Evans, Samuel John, 2 New Spring-st, Hi * ee Mrchinist. 
Pet Dec 4. Birmingham, Dec 20. Sols Powell & 

Facer, Thomas, Su'grave, Northamptonshire, Baker. wy Dec3. Brack- 
ley, Dec 20. Sols Rolls & Pellatt, Banbury. 

Faiers, Samuel Howe, 50 Sea Ipswich. Pet Nov 2. Ipswich, Dec 

Pet 


16. Sol Pownall, I 
Faulkner, Charles, M rl Gloucestershire, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 3. Bristol, Dec 2. Sols Hancock & Hiron, Camden, and Brittan & 
Sons, Bristol. 
Feamler, John, 2 Reform- 7 Church-st, Hunsiet, Inland Revenue Officer. 
on t Dec 3, Leeds, Dec 19. Sol y, Leeds, 
roggatt, Thomas, 13 Canning-st, Shettelé Table Knife Cutler. Pet Dec 
" Te ShemMeld, Dec 19. Sol Broadbent, Sheffield. 
Gee John Fearn, 27 Lawrance Teulney-iuee, Lento , Colliery and Mining 
Pet Dec 2. London, Dec 31. Sols Langford & Marsden 59 
Friday-street, London. 
Gowen, Harriet, Wyre-st, Colchester. Widow, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet 
Dec 3. Colchester, Dec 18, Sol Philbrick, Colchester. 
Greetham, Findlay, Liverpool, Flour Dealer. Pet Dec 2. Liverpool, Dec 
19. Sol’ Cross, Liverpool. 
Groome, James, 7 ere ie fap — Millwright. Pet Nov 
Manchester, Dec 21. 


29. 

Groomes, John, Shalford, essen, Clerk, Vier of 3 Shalford, and not Strat- 
ford as already advertised. 

Hackshaw, Thomas, 51 High-st, Oxford, Haircutter. Pet Dec 2. London, 
Dec 21. Sols Wright & Bonner, 15 London-st, London. 

Hardisty, Edward, Swan Tavern, Leadenhall-market, Licensed Victualler. 
Nov 12. London, Dec 20. 

Haworth, Edward Calvert: Arneman, {3 Elizabeth-st, Eaton-sq. Pimlico, 
Gdn” Pet Dec 5. London, Dec 19, Sol Foster, 28 Queen- 
st, 

Hay, Samuel, 29 Eaton-st, Regent’s-park, Middlesex, Retired Captain. 
hak Nov 30 (in forma pauperis), Sol Holt, Quality-court. Chancery- 


Hivbard, ee 21 Bennett-st, Stamford-st, hy enema Pet Dec 3. 
London, Dec 31. Sol Porter, 33 Coleman-st, Lond 

Hinsley, Frederick, 12 Little iary-st, N Northwood. ‘Birmingham, Car- 
penter. Pet Dec 4. Birmingham, Dec Sol Duke, 

Holland, Henry, Hellinglye, een ener Pet Dec 5. lace, D Dec 20, 
Sol shidley, Old Jewry. 

Holmes, George, Rose and Crown Beer-house, Ashchurch, Gloucester, 
Beer-house Keeper. Pet Dec2. Tewkesbury, Dec 23. Sol Chesshyre, 

Hopkins, Joshi & H Hackett, Banbury, Builders. Pet Dee 3. 

ua, en’ ac bs 

ag i i cope rp Sa” BS. na 

ornby, John, 43 ras rocer. 4, 


Dec 31. 
84 Cartain-ta, Middlesex, Uphoisterer. Pet Dec 2. London, 
Dec 24. Reed, 1 Guildhall-chmbre, 
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Jackson, Edward. Holbeck, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Dec 4. Leeds, 
Dee 20.- Sols Ferns & Rooke, Leds. 

Jambiin, John, jun, Fletton, Huntingdonshire, Photographie Artist. Pet 
Dee.2. Peterborough. Dec 17. Sol Rutland, Peterborough, 

Jenkins, William Frederick, High-st, Aldershot, Hants, Baker. Pet Nov 
28 Farnham. Dec 18. Sol Elmslie, 10 Lombard-street, London. 

Jenkinson, Thomas Edward, Whitby, Confectioner, Pet Dec 3. Whitby, 
dam 10. Sol Dale, York. 

Jevons, David, Le tere ee Innkeeper. Pet Dec 2. Dndley, 

Nov 19. Manchester, 


Deo 17. ead 

J , Peowision Dealer, 
Dec 21. Sol ‘Swan, Manchester. 

King, bs Robert, Granaries, Camberwell-green, Surrey, Corn Mer- 
a a he London, Dec 21. Sols Willoughby, Cox; & Lord, 

’s-inn. 

Kingston, Thomas, 12 Westmorland-st, Longsight ri, Manchester, Watch- 
maker, Pet Dec 3. Manchester, Dec 21. Sol Gardner, Manchester. 

a Edward, 3 Pinstone-st, Sheffield, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Dec 

Sheffield, Dec 19. Sol Broadbe bent, 

Lisa, Leonard Wilde, New-rd, Hammersmith, Middlesex, Brickmaker. 
Pet Dec 2. London, Dec 24. Sol Kisch, 8 Lancaster. pl, Strand. 

Lovatt, David, egg Tans ganas Draper. Pet Dee 5 
Hauley, Dec ‘ennant, H 

Lu 2 ay York, Cattle Dealer. ane Nov 30. Leeds, Dec 20. Sol 

arle, Leeds. 

arspapts Edwin, Burnham, Somersetshire. Nov 11, Taunton. 

Marriott, Samuel, 5 George-pl, George-st, Greenwich, Kent, and 192 
Southwark-bridge-rd, Surrey, Smith and Bellhanger. . Pet Dec 2. 
London, Dec 19. Sol Sherwood, 7 Serjeant’s-inn, Fleet-st. 

McBride, James, 3 Broadway, Hackney, Chief Usher, Police Court, Wor- 

fip-st. Pet Dec 3. London, Dec 20. Sol Holt, Quality-ct. 

Mead, William, Dunstable, Bedfordshire, Butcher. t Nov 29. Luton, 
Deo 19. Sol Shepherd, Luton. 

Mendham, Henry Robert, Church-st, Eye, Suffolk, Coach Builder. Pet 
Dec 2.- London, Dec 31. Sols Nichols & Clark, 9 Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s- 


inn, 

Mercer, James Edmund, 62 Carver-st, Birmingham, Furniture Remover. 
Pet Dec 4. ea gee Dec 20. Sol Allen, Birmingham. 

Merticks, Thomas, 16 King-st, Clerkenwell, Middlesex, Watch Maker. 
Pet Dec 3 (in form& pauperis). London. 

Mew, Joseph Parker, & George Thorne, Ne and West Cowes, Isle of 
Wight, Engineers. Pet Nov 18. London, 31. Sols Reed, 3 Gres- 
ham-st, and James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Moon, Thomas, 17 Victoria-ter, Belsize-rd, St. John'’s-wood, Middlesex, 
nmeren. Pet Nov 28. London, Dec 19. $0) Marshall, 12 Hatton- 


Moore, hae. 4 Hope- —_ Clapham, Surrey, Builder’s Clerk. Pet 
Dec London, Dec 31. Sol Wood, 4 big er sean, = London. 

Morgan, Edwin, Chapel-house, Chapel-row, Kentish-town, Middl Corn 
Dealer. Pet Dec 2. London, Dee. 21. Sols Mackeson & Goldring, 59 
Liteoln’s-inn fields. 

Moslin, John, 10 Great Windmill-street, Haymarket, Middlesex, Saddler 
-_ — Maker. Pet Dee 8, London, Dee 20. Sol Hall, Lincoln’s- 
nn-fields. 

Mugford, Ambrose, Hearn, 31 Bronti-pl, East-st, Walworth, Surrey, 
Laundryman. Pet Dec 5. London, Dec 20, Sol Fletcher, Trinity-st, 
Séuthwark. 

Nichol. Henry, Tweedmouth, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Agricultural Imple- 
ment Maker. Pet Dec 3. "Berwick, Dec 18. Sol Douglas, Berwick. 
Nuttall, Joseph, 17 Hind's Mill, Elton withie Bury, Lancashire, Draper. 

Pet Dec 3. Bury, Dec 19. Sol Watson, Bury. 

Peace, Joe, Bank-bldgs, Meltham Mills, Meltham, Yorkshire, Woollen Cloth 
Weaver. Pet Nov 27. Huddersfield, Dec 19, Sol Booth, Holmfirth. 
Petchell, Elizabeth, and Caroline Petehell, 21 Bow-st, Sheffield, Milliners. 

Pet Dec 3. Sheffield, Dec 19. Sol Broadbent, Sheffield. 





Pinchbeck, Abraham, Horncastle, Lincolnshire, Bricklayer. Pet Dec 2. 
Horncastle, Dec 16. Sol Brown, Lincoln. 
per John, 356 King's-rd, Chelsea, Middlesex, Drape; Pet Dec 2. 


m, Dec. 24. Sols Nichols & Clark, 9 Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn. 
nee William, Peterborongh, Agent for the sale of Flour. Pet Dec 
4, Peterborough, Dec 17: Sol Smedley, Peterborough. 

Renton, Turnbull Hermeston, Spittle, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Carpenter. 
Pet Dec 2. Berwick, Dec 18. Soi Douglas, 

Roberts, deena, Bryngwran, near Holyhead, Surgeon. Dec 2. Liver- 
pool, Dec 18. Sols Evans, Son, & Sanine Liverpool. 

Rogers, Robert, 45 Derby-rd, Nottingham, Sentont Maker. Pet Dec 4 
Nottingham, Jan 8. Sol Brewis, Nottingha 

Ross, Helen, 195 Pentonvilie-rd, Middlesex, Pet Dec 2 (in forma pau- 
peris). Sol Armstrong, 49 Lincola’s-inn-fields. 

ey Thomas Ral; rt-pl, Hoxton, Middlesex, Draper. Pet 

Dec 3. London, Dec 24. Lewis & yw 10 Ely-pl, London. 

Southee, Samuel Sankey, Laburaam-via Cottage-grove, Walworth, 
Surrey, Bookseller's Clerk. Pet Dec 4 ‘Louden Dec a. Sol Roberts, 
18 St. Martin’s-ct, Leicester-sq. 

Seabright, George, Orchard-cottage, Farm-lane, Fulham, Middlesex, 
Laundryman, Pet Dec 3. London, Dec 31. Sol Rushbury, 32 Cole- 
man-st, London. 

Sewell, William, Appleby, Westmoreland, Cooper. Pet Dec 4. 

Dec 23. Sol Thompson, Appleby. 

Short, Thomas, Simonsbath, Exmoor, Somerset, Travelling Tea Dealer. 
Pet Nov 18 (in formA pauperis). Exeter, Dec 9. Sol Floud, Exeter, 
Shubotham, John, Shutlane Head, Swinnerton, Staffordshire, Farm Baiiff. 
Pet Dec 5. Birmingham, Jan 13. Sol, Litchfield, Newcastle-under- 

Lyme, and James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Sladden, William, 42 Marsham-st, Maidstone, Farmer. Pet Dec 4. Ten- 

terden. Dec 23, Sol Morgan, Maidstone. 

saath William, Bilston, Staffordshire, Fruiterer. Wolverhampton, Dec 
19, Sol Cresswell, Willenshall. 

Smithers, Jacob, Grayswood, Witley, Surrey, Dealer in Underwood. Pet 
Qct 17. Godalming, Dec 18. Sol White, Guildford, 

Smyth, Thomas, Claremont-pl, North Brixton, Surrey, Lodging house- 
keeper. Pet Nov 28. London, Dec 18. Sol Cook, King st, Cheapside. 

segthen, John Mantle, 29 Newington- ~causewa), Surrey, Clerk in Borough 

team Wheel Works. Pet Dec 3. London, Dec 20. Sol Watson, 18 


st. 
ee House Farm, near Codsall, Soeeeaaa, Farmer. 
Wel%erharptcr, Dec 19, Sol Ward, Wolverhampton. 


Appleby, 


pt 
4 Armfield, John, 9 Addington-rd, Bow, Middlesex, Clerk. 





Swann, John Fowler, yer gi Dealer in Linseed Cake. oad Nov at. 
Canterbury, Dec 16. Sol De Laseux, Canterbury, ~ 

Syme, Henry, New York and Liverpool, Merchant. Pet Dec 2. London, 
Dec 24. Sols Young & Plews, 29 Mark-lane, London. 

Taylor, John, Lionel-st, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Pet Dee 3. Bir. 
mingham, Dec 20. Sol Robinson, Birntingham. ty 
Towns, Joshua, 22 Cross-st North, Bermondsey, Surrey, Carman. Pet 
Dee 4. ion, Dec. 20. Sols J. & M. Butler, Tooley-st. : 4 
— te-st wie Juvenile Outfitter. Pet 
Turner, Samuel, Peel-st, Thornhilis, gy Licensed Victusllee. Pot 
Dec 8. Maidstone, Dec 47. Sol M 4 oe ‘a 

Cattle Dealer. Pet Dec 4. 


Umpleby, Thomas, Burley Lawn, near 
Leeds, Dec 20. Sol Harle, Leeds. 

Unwin, a, Feners Ecclesfield, Yoni. Tallow Chandler. Pet Dec ?. Shef- 
field, Dec Sol Hudson, Shefield 

Wallett, John, Bilston, 8: mn ant Butty Miner. 


19. Sol Walker, Wolverham 
Pet Dec 5. London, Dec 13. Sol 


Webb, Robert, Yalding, Kent, coal 
Shiers, 5 New-inn, Strand. 

va. Robert, 58 Luther-st, Everton, iserpatle Labourer. Pet Dec 2. 

verpool, Dec 30. Sol Grocett, Liverpool. 

Winter John, & Elizabeth Blatch Winter, Ivy-house, a Hack- 
ney, Middlesex, Boarding-house Keepers. Pet Dec 3. Loridon, Dec 24, 
Sol Chidley, 25 Old Jewry, London. 

Wollarton, eoree, G Gotham, Nottingham, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet 
Dec 3. Nottingham, Jan 8. Sol Everall, Nottingham 

Wright, Charlotte, 187 Lambeth-walk, Surrey, Clothier. “Pet Dec 3. Lon- 
don, Dec 31. Sols Sturt & “oe 7 Gresham-st, London. 

Toe, Sigmund, 4 Willow-st, Plymouth, General Dealer. Pet Dec 3. 

East Stonehouse, Dec 18. Sols Paull & Linton, Plymouth. 


TurspaY, Dec. 10, 1861. 

Adams, Jane, 14 Brighton-ter, Southampton, Baker and Grocer. Pet 

Dec 7. Southampton, Dec 23. Sol Sharp, Southampton. ~ 
Pet Dec 7. 

Barron, William, Gellidowell, Swansea, Nurseryman, Dec 7. Bristol, 
Dec 23. Sol Taddy, Bristol. 

Barton, John, 48 Bookham-st, Hoxton, Middlesex, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet 
Dec 5. London, Dec 21. Sols Paterson & Longman, 3, Winchester- 
bldgs, London. 

Bassett, William Stephen Charles White, 7 Chapel-st, Blue Town, Sheer- 
posse wera Grocer, Pet Dec 6. London, Dec 21. Sol Tonge, 8 New- 
inn, Strand. 

Bloom, Mark, Oxford-st, Manchester, Furniture Dealer. Nov 19.. Man- 
chester, Dee 23. Sol Gardner, Manchester. 

Blunson, Robert Knight, Thrapstone, Northamptonshire, Commercial Tra- 
veller, Pet Dec 7. London, Dec 23. Sol Stocken, 6! Cornhill, Londen, 
and Murphy & Sharman, Wellingborough. 

Bond, Henry, Fressingfield, Suffolk, Grocer. Pet Dec 6. London, Dec 28. 
Sols Reade, 61 Lincoin’s-inn-fields, and Brook, Diss, Norfolk. 

Bowen, Thomas, Sarn, Kerry, Montgomeryshire. Welchfora, Nov. 28. 

Brown, Frederick Smith, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant and Comm 
Agent. Pet Dec2 Leeds. Dec 18. Sol Galloway, Hull. 

Surten, William, 4 Mannington-pl, Victoria-rd, Tunbridge-Wells, Book- 
binder. Pet Nov 30, Tunbridge-Welis, Dec 19. Sol Simpson, Tun- 
bridge-Wells. 

Bury, Richard. 3 Todd-st, Little Bolton, Lancashire, Finisher. Pet Dec 7. 
Bolton, Dec 28. Sols Winder & Broadbent, Bolton. 

—— Edward, Holbeck, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Nov 30. 

eds, Dec 23. ‘sols Middleton & Son, Leeds. 

camp, Thomas, Victoria-Dock-rd, Plaistow-marsh, Essex, Draper. 

Pet Dec 8, London, Dec 31. Sols Tippett & Son, 2 Sise-lane. 

Chambers, Charles, Heath-st, and Church-row, Hampstead, Middlesex, 
Builder. Pet Nov 2%. London, Dec 26, Sols Howard, Halse, & Trus- 
tram, 66, Paternoster-row. 

Chitty, "John, St. Mary-st, Southampton, Farmer and Dealer. Pet Dec 7. 
Southampton, Dec 23. Sol Mackey, Southampton. 

Cohen, Freeman, and Lewis Cohen, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Clothiers. Pet 
lec 5. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 20. Sol Joel, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. 

Coilins, Thomas, 1 Belgrave-st, Balsall-heath, Worcestershire, Licensed 
Victualler. Pet Dec 7. Birmingham, Dec 10. Sols East & Parry, 
Birmingham. 

Collins, Williata, 2 Dean-st, Soho, Middlesex, Cabinet Manufacturer. Pet 
Dec 5. — Dec 21. Sols Gibbs & Tucker, 17 Clements-lane, Lom- 


bard-s: 

Collinson, William, Black-hill, Durham, Draper and Grocer, Pet Nov 13. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 23. Sols Welfor:l, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, or 
Nichol and Clark, 9 Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Cook, John, Smith’s- bldgs, Regent’s-pk, Small-heath, Birmingham, 
Cosel Builder. Pet Dec 5. Birmingham, Dec 20. Sol Allen, Bir- 
mingham, 

coupe, David, Gainsborough, Baker and Flour Dealer. Pet Dec7. Dee 

Sol Bladon 


Cullen, Maria, White Lion-st, Beccles, Suffolk, Schoolmistress, Pet 
Dec 6. Beccles, Dec 27. Sol Seago, Lowestoft. 

Dalton, Thomas, Rupert-st, Baldwin-st, Bristol, Horse Keeper. Pet Dec 6. 
Bristol, Dec 20. Sol Ayre, jun., 3ristol. 

Davies, William, Northop, Flintshire, Wheelwright. Pes Dec 3. Mold, 
Jan 14, Sol orrers ht, Chester. 

Duncan, William, 38 High-st, Bloomsbury, Middlesex, Eating-house - 
Keeper. Pet Dec 7 (in forma pauperis). Dec 27. Sol Holt, Quality- 
ct, Chancery-lane. 

Dyer, Andrew, Corfe Castle, Dorsetshire, Surgeon. Pet Dec 4, Exeter, 
Dee 24, Sol Terrel, Exeter. 

Ellison, John, 29 New-st, Bedford-sq, Commercial-rd East, and 91 High- 
st, Poplar, Middlesex, Furnishing Warehouseman. Pet Dec 4. Lon- 
don, Dec2l. Sol Philp, 26 Bucklersbury. 

Emery, William, Walcot Rectory House, Walcot, Bath, Carpenter. Pet 
Dec 6. Bath, Pec 24. Sol Bartrum, Bath. 

Evans, Frederick William, 14 Union-row, New Kent-rd, Surrey, Cab 
Driver. Pet Dec 5. London, Dec 20. Sol Terry, 6 Bedford-ro 

oo William, Plas Captain, St. Asaph, Pig and Sheep Dealer. Pct Dec 


Wolverhampton, Dec 


on, Jan i. Stoddart, 21 Arbour-st East, Stepney. 


St. Asaph, Dec 24. Sol Edwards, —. mS ‘ 
Fetus John, Mount-st, Salford, Beer Seller. t Dec 7. Salford, Dec a. 
+ — Sol Boote, Manchester. ‘ Earl 
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Fraser, John, a Bad Liantarnam,Monmouthshire, Farmer. Pet Dec 9. 
Bristol. “Sols Abbot, Lucas, & Leonard, Bris 


bar My iam, 7 Lag sated Westmoreland-rd, Walworth, Surrey, Journey~ 
ker. Pet Dec 5. London, Dec3i. Sol Chipperfield, 3 Trinity- 


st, pegged, 
Furneaux, James }y weg 65 Chapel-st, Devonport, Commander in the 
Royal Navy. Pet Dec 6. Exeter, Dec 21. Sols Beer & Rundle, Devon- 
, and Hartaoll, Exeter. 
Gill, Kdward, Grosvenor-rise, Walthamstow, Essex, Omnibus Proprietor. 
Dec 9. Dec 23. Sol Beard, 10 Basinghall-st. 
G y, Samuel, 3 Well-st, Fa'con-sq, London, Bonnet Shape and Li 


Manufacturer “and Milliner (Samuel Godtre: Co, Pet Dec 
London, Dec 31. ‘Sol Marshall, 12 Hatton D Te 


Graves, William Henry, Northwold, near Brandee, Norfolk, ——— 
Pet Dee 7. London, Dec 23. Sols Nichole & Clark, Cook's-0 
Capen, Harn, Moreh GOann. Paths, fobotmanter. fn Deo s 
nl nce, Plew: er, 14 le be b arta pow ay 
Mills & Son, Bicester. : 7 


and 

Green, ag 1! Luard-st, Caledoni rs Hackne 
‘Driver. Pet Dec 6 (in forma pauperis). - London, Dec 21. boop. 

Green, William, Hurst, near Twyford, Berks, Carrier. ine, Dec 5. Read- 

Sol Marshall, 12 Hatton-garden, Lond 

y Ceeereaanpan Pet Deo 6. Leeds Dec 20. 
, Leeds, 

Grier, William Henry, Staithes, Hinderwell, Yorkshire, Cooper. Pet Dec 6. 
Leeds, Dec 20, Sols Gray & Pannett, Whitby, and Bend & Barwick, 


Grondona, Emanuel, 10 Albany-st, opt e-sait, Middlesex, Cook and 
Confectioner. Pet Dee'4. London, Dec 21. Sol Holt, Quality-ct, 
Chancery-lane. 

Hadley, George, Rowley Regis, Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 3. Birmingham, Dec 20. Sol Jackson, West Bromwich. 

Haneock Thomas, Newton th, near Manchester, sourkaymen Dyer. 

Pet. Dec 5, Manchester, Jan 3.. Sol Swan, Mancheste: 


Sol vent, Manchester. 
Harris. Thomas, Stafford, Provision Dealer. Pet Dec 5. Stafford, Dec 24 
Sol Barber. A 


Hemming, John, Knowie, Warwickshire. Painter and Glazier. Pet Nov 26. 
Dec 14. Sols Parry & East, Birmingham. 
Hi ‘om, William, Whittington, Derbyshire, Dealer in Ironstone, 
Nov 30. Leeds, Dec 21. Sol Unwin, Sheffield. 
Hodder, Anthony, Rose Cottage, Cattle Market, Carpenter and Wheel- 
wright. Pet Dec 6. Bristol, Dec 20. Sol Ayre, jun, Bristol. 
Pet 


Holliday, Samuel, Laister Dyke, Pudsey, Yorkshire, Coal Agent. 
Dec 5. Bralford, Dec 20. Sols Ferry & Watson, Bradford. 

Hudson, Henry, New England, High-st, Bordesley, Birmingham, Iron 
Brazier. Pet Dee 7. » Dec 20. Sol Ailen. Birmingham. 


Hunt, Charles. 40 Spring-street, Paddington, Middlesex, House Decorator. 
Pet Deo 7., London, 


Dec 23.. Sol Herring. 17 Stafford-st, Marylebone-rd. 
Hunt. William, White Lion-st, Norwich, Bookseller and Commission Agent. 
Pet Dee 4... Norwich, Dee 14. Sol Sadd, jun, Norwich. 
Jackson, — 25 Cross-st, Hatton- garden, Middlesex, Coffee and ane 
Keeper. Pet Dec 10 (in forma pauperis). London, Dec 2 ’ 
Jom big » Goyallt, by eng Sa Seeeseren Farmer. Pet Dee 6. * Ulan. 


very 
— Henry, Portsmouth, fn novry allt in the Royal Navy. 
Nov 30. Portsmouth, Dee 23. Sol Cousins, jun, Portsea. 
rasan Edward Wheeler, 93 Mill- +3 Toxteth- -park, Liverpool, Auc- 
tioneer. Pet Nov 6. Liverpool. Dec 23. Sol Thornley, Liverpool. 

Lush, Joseph, 1 Anglesea-yard, Haymarket, Middlesex, Carman. 
Dec 9. London, Dec 23. Sol Fereday, 34 Bedford-row, 

Martindale, John, Chesterfield, Travel elling Draper. Pet Dec 7. Leeds, 
Dee 21, Sol Unwin, Sheffield. 

Mason, George, 122 Teafalgar-st, Sheffield, Razor Blade Forger and 
Grocer... Pet Dee 7. Leeds, Dec 21, Sol Broadbent, Sheffield. 

Marsh, Thomas, 4 Bernard- “St, Southampton, Watchmaker. Pet Dec 7. 
Southampton, Dec 23. Sol Mackey, Southampton. 

Mastin, Frederick George, Holbeach, Butcher. Pet Dec 5. Holbeach, 
Dec 18. Sol Percival, Spalding. 

Mathews, James, 6 Edward- -ter, *Caledonian-rd, Middlesex, Hosier and 
Clothier. Pet Dec 6. London, Dec 23. Sol Courtenay, 9 Grace- 
church: st. 

MeKenzie, Robert, 14 Cecil-st, Le ere pneu Pet Dec 10. London, 

28. Sol Philbrick, 89 Basinghall 

Milla, Bich: Fox-yards, Sedgley, Stalrdshie Beer-house Keeper. 

ona, Wheebernae. Pet 


Pet Dec 5. » Dec 19. Sol Beaton, 
Manes Thomas, Goodman 's-yard, 
Dee 9: London, Dec 23. Sol Dubois, 46 Coleman- 

Morrison, Peter, 3 Pall. Mali East, dnd Atlas Omics, Southam pton-st, 
Strand, Middlesex, Banker. Pet Nov 27. London, Dec 27. Sols Link- 
later & Hackwood, A Walbro’. London. ae aie te 

Morrisson, Robert, 10 Upper Gloucester-st, Dorset- lesex, Cle’ 
‘the Audit Office. Pet Dec 6. London, Dee 23. Sol Marshall, 12 Hat- 


Mortime! ry J ‘ 1 Hornsey-st, Holloway-rd, Middlesex, Stone Merchant, 
Pet Dec 7 i=" London, i aa. 1, Pi. Harcourt, ph SX el tad 
sweombe, n Jackman, e. von; e 

om ot "Exeter, Dee 21. ” Sols Chapman My Rew and Laidman, 


0a “Ann, on Shoe Dealer. Pet Dec 5. Leeds, Dec 21. Sol 
Broomhead, Sheffield 
ghee, Edward, Market-st, Blackiey, near Manchester, Butcher. Pet 
Dec 4, Manchester, Jan 3. Sol Rowley, Manchester. 
lewnbam-st, Edgware-rd, Middlesex, Dressing Case 
. Sol ene ee 
Pike, Anthoney Blanchard, 3 Morden-p!, Lewis reenwich, Clerk, 
Pe ney ondon, Dec 21. Sols Nichols & Clark, 9 Cook’s-ct, Lin- 


Porteh, Worth: Samuel, 36 Henry-st, Hampstead-rd, Middlesex, Cheese- 
monger. Pot Dec 4.’ London, Dec 21. Sols Buchanan, 1 Walbrook- 
bidgs, and Runacles, Brighton. 
ng os 4 William, Lamb 's-bldgs, ven g Me So Middlesex, Engraver. 
Dec 6. London, Dec 31. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st, 


Postlethwaite, John, Sune) Foot, Ulverston, Lancashire, Hooper and 
‘Woodmonger. Manchester, Dec 23. Sols Postlethwaite; 
Ulverston, and th Wheeler, Manchester. 


rd, Islingt 





Pet 


z 








Prime, John, Golds-green, West Bromwich, Boat-steerer. Pet Deed. 
Oldbury, Dec {7. + Sol Sh: » Wes t Bromwich. 

Prosser, Morgan, Halfway Public-honse, cease gy il Carmarthenshire, 
Licensed Victualler, Pet Dec 6. Liandovery, Dec Sol ot Bie, 
Brecknock. ‘ 

Repy, James, Ockendon-rd, Southgate-rd, Middlesex, Bi 
= don, Dec 23. - Sols Lawrence, Smith, & Fawdon, 12 Breed ne 

ie. 

Rainey, Robert, Moor-st, Birmiaghem, Livery Stable Keeper. Pet Dee ». 

Birm' —— ee 


23: 
Reaney, George, 4 Smh-at, Cleckeusell, Middlesex. Pet Dee 6. 
Tee 23. Sol Marshall [3 Hatton-gardon, 

and Mnsical 


Seller. Pet Dec 9. Leste’ Sant 
Riley, Robert Bridge-st, loot a de: 

: Robert Steward, James pper East Smithdeld, 
ley, 95 Old Jewry. Pet. Dec 16. Londor, Dee 91. ‘Sol Cais 


ley, 25 
Riley, Wilson, T den, Y: e, Tailor and Draper. Pet Dee §, 


Leeds, Dec 23, Sols Glonah, Huddersdeld, sed ; 
Rippon, Joseph, Tydell-st, Witham Marsh, Kedkca, Beane Driver. Pet 
5.. Boston, Dec 21. wg 
Robinson, David. Lincoln, 
Pet Dec 5, Lincoln, Dec 23. 
Rodigue, Pierre Marins, 14 Little Tower-st, London, Wine Merchant, 








Pet red yy, catiead 
Setchell, Oliver . Cr ii, 3 Sid th-st, on em 
Po + wt he va Pet Dec 9. London, Jan 1. Sols Lingford & 
y-st. 
Simpson, Wiltes. High-st, Tu Tunstall, Staffordshire, ordshire, Greengrocer. Pat 
Dec 6. Hanley, Dec 21. Sol Tennant, Hanley. iy 
Spence; Daniel Thomas, 22 Rail: View, Landport, Portsea, Bo 
on board ship a? Pet Dec 5. Portsmouth, Y. Sol Cousina, 


Portsea. 
ie Sy pe Manchester, and oe eats Attorney and Bolicttor, 


s ay rick, Nanalecest a a Ki Oldham, Machinist. Pet 
en, e| ‘ater! ree an 
“tee Manchester; Dec 21. Mictch eee + We, 


‘emple, Joseph, Mortlake, Saris, Grete: Pot Deed. London, Dee 23° 
a Oliver, Richmond. 
Thomas, a Bisove, Kea, Cornwall, Butcher. Pet Dec 4. Truro, ™ 19. 


Sol Harve: i 
Thorogood, y thay il Waterloo-rd, Romford, Essex, Carpenter. Pet 
Dec 3.. London, Dec 21. Sol Holt, Quality-ct, , 
Trump, William Van, North Petherton, Somersetshire, er. Pet 
Dec 9. Exeter, Dec 21. Sols Reed, Bridgwater, and Clarke, natn 
Tunbridge; John, 7 St. George’s circus, . 

Pet Dec 5. London. Dec 31. Sol Wyatt, 2 
Turrall, Thomas, 55 West Orchard, Coventry, Cartle and Pig pine Pet 


Dec 4. Coventry, Jan4. Sol Smallbone, 
Usher, John, Red-bank, Cheetham st, Cheetham, Manchester, Tatlor or and 
Draper. Pet os 5. Salford, Dec 21. * Canbaracti ap er De 
Utting, Charles, Elm-cottage, Park-st, we uP Short Hand 
Writer. Pet Dec6. London, Dec 23. Sol Beard, } 10 Bastaghall-ebe. tit 
ilsby, Lincolnshire, Draper. Pet» 
Nov 23. Leeds, Dec 18. Sols inson, Sanders, & Herford, Man- 
chester, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Ward, Peter, 29 Red Lion-st, ” Holborn, Middlesex, and 380 Oxford st, 
Chemist. Pet Dee 10 (in forma pauperis). London, Dec 27. 
Warren, Alfred, 10 Rokeby-rd, ford, Keat, Warehousoman's Assistant. 
Pet Dec 7. London, Dec 21. Porter, 32 Coleman-st, ee 
Watkins, John, 7 Weliington-rd. West, Kentish-town, Middlesex, ver 
on Wood, Pet Dec 6. London, Dec 31. Sol Murshall,; 12 


garden. 

Weedon, Charles, New Inn-yd, Marylebone, Middlesex, Job Master. Pet 
Dec 4. London, Dec 24. Sol Sydney, Stag , Finsbury. 

Willisms, Henry John, 13 St. Michael’s-hill ristol, Commercial Tra- 
veller. Pet Dec 6. Bristol, Dec 20. Sol Bristel. 

Wilson, Edward, 78 High-st, ‘Birmingham, Stationer. Pet Dec 9. Bir- 
mingham, Jan 3; Sol Suekling, Birmingham. 

Wilson, Francis Deacon, Trafalgar-rd, Old Kent-rd, Mpa (Mon Sel let 
Pascer 9 a London, Accountant. Pet Dee 7. 

Reed, 3 m-st. 

Woodward, William, Wednesbury, Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Dec 4. Oldbury, Dec 17. Sol Jackson, West Bromwich. be 

Yarrow, Edgar Williams, 27 Arundei-sq, Islington, Middlesex, Mercantile 
Clerk. Pet Dec 9. London, Dee 23. Sol Lindo, 47a Moorgate-st. 

Yeoward, William Hughes, Liverpool, Ship Broker» Pet Dec % Liver. 
pool, Dec 23. Sol Stone, Liverpooi. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
'’ “Friar, Dec. 6, 1861. 


Alabaster, Henry (otherwise Henry William West Alabaster), Stratford 
New Town. Essex, Baker. Dec 3. et | 


Waldegrave, Daniel Burton, jun, 


TuespaY, Dec. 10, 1861. 
Peters, Joel, Lee, Kent, Builder. Nov 23. 
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es 
Fore and COMFORT, DURABILITY ana 


NEATNESS, are the advantages to be by all‘ purchasers’ 
— DICK’S justly celebrated GUTTA PERCHA Bottomed BOOTS aad 





“sg a half the usual price. 
They are impervious to damp, and comfortable in all seasons. 
They are made of the best material, and very easily repaired. 
They are of the most approved shapes, arid wear in all 
SEASONS double the time of LEATHER. 
Ladies’ Elastic Side and Sto tonnt Ree it 6d. to 7s. 6d. 
Ladies’ Cashmere Boots, 3s. to 
Gentlemens’ Elastic Side Boots, 4 to Is. 
Gentiemens’ Shoes and Bluchers, 5s 6d. to 7s. 6d. 
Misses’ and Boys’ ee ae SBS Som ont Ole 
pe Panes betaine po leather. 
Landon Extabishment, 132, 
High-treet Whitechape!. Works, Green Greenhead, Glasgow. ; ; 
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Country and Town Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting 
Seats, Fishing and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c. 


oe . & BEAL’S we go of the above pub- 
lished on the first of each month, forwarded per post, or may be 

had on application at their offices, 209, Piccadilly, W. Particulars for 
insertion should be forwarded not later than tl:e 28th of each month. 
£80,000 to be let on mortgage in various sums. 


OHN GOSNELL & CO., PERFUMERS To rue 
e QUEEN, beg to recommend the following Fashionable and Superior 
Articles for the TOILET to the especial notice of all purchasers of Choice 
PERFUMERY. 

John Gosnell &,Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal re- 
quest as the most admired perfume for the handkerchief, price 2s. 6d. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE PERFUME—a most delicate per- 
fume of exquisite fragrance. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice and 
fashionable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s RUSSIAN LEATHER PERFUME—a very fashion- 
able and agreeable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER- 
FUMES. Elegant Novelties, in the form of Portable Handkerchief Per- 
fumes in a neat case, which ‘emits off pressure a jet of most refreshing 
perfume. Price 1s. and Is, 6d. each. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly perfumed, 
and highly recommended for beautifying and promoting the growth of 
the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.'s GOLDEN OIL—Moélline—Macassar Oil—Bears’ 
Grease, &c., for the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior to 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth a pearl-like whiteness, protects the 
enamel! frem decay, and imparts a pleasing fragrance to the breath. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CREAM, Is. and 1s, 6d. 
in pots; also, in compressible tubes, for the convenience of persons tra- 
velling, price 1s. 

John Gosnell and Co.’s INSTANTANEOUS HAIR DYE—The only 
Hair Dye which produces a good natural colour with perfect certainty, 
and with the least possible trouble. 

meeny, 12, Three or pies scant London. 





Cars LOAF CHEESE, 64d., 744., and aya. 


pe Stilton, 74. to 1s. per lb. 

Small Dantzic Tongues, 3s. 6d. per half dozen. 

Prime Ox ditto, 2s. 3d. each, or three for 6s. 6d. 

Osborne’s Peat-smoked Breakfast Bacon is now in excellent cure, and 
Butters in perfection, at reasonable rates; other first-class Provisions 
equally moderate ; packages gratis. 

OSBORNE’S CHEESE WAREHOUSE, 
Osborne House, 30, Ludgate-hill, near St. nis E.C, 


ODELS of SHIPS or BOATS nde to Seale or 

Order. Blocks, deadeyes, anchors, cannon, flags, figure-heads, 

&c. and every article used in fitting up models of ships, cutter and 

schooner yachts, screw and paddle boats. Models cleaned and repaired. 

Models ot any description made for evidence in actions atlaw. Ensigns, 
burgees, and signal flags made to order. 

W. STEPHENS, the Model Dockyard, No. 23, Trinity-square, Tower- 

hill, near Barking Churchyard, E.C. 





VERCOATS.—Gentlemen about purchasi 
overcoats and Winter clothing should pay a visit to 


will find for their inspection all tlie newest and’ most fashionable materials, 
made in every deseription of coats, cut on the most improved — 
and of superior workmanship, and cheaper than any other house in 
don. Also 1,000 different patterns of trowsers, at 15s, 6d. per pair, 
usually charged 18s. to 21s, 

The ORDER DEPARTMENT is replete with every novelty of the 
season. 

The Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fifteen 
doors west ot Chancery-lane). 


AVE YOU GOT ANY BOYS? If s0, a 
should take them to PREW’S CLOTHING ESTABLISHM 

the Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, where you can select 
stock of best styles of every description of aad and youths’ cloth 
cheaper than any other house in the kingdom 

B, PREW, Tailor, Hatter, —_ and General Outfitter, the Great 
Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fifteen doors west of 
Chancery-lane). 


A LBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, has 
removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, seven doors 
solicits an inspection of his new 








east of King-street, where he respectfully 
and well-selected stock. 


IRGIN VINEGAR for PICKLING, warranted 
made from Malt only, and perfectly pure. J‘amilies supplied. 
SARSON & SON, near the Gate, City-road. Carriers call daily. 








WONDERFUL LIGHT.—The most brilliant 

and economical artificial light known is obtained from the STELLA 
LAMP. No smoke! No smoke! No danger! During 12 consecutive hours 
the cost from one _. The secret of success arises from perfect com- 
bustion. If you do not use gas, by all means put away candles, and 
adopt the STELLA *LAMP. Price 1s, 3d. to 3 guineas ; office lamps from 


2s. 6d 
Depot, No 11, Oxford-street, adjoining the Star Brewery. 


IR W. BURNETT, Director-General of the Medical 
Department of the Navy, recommended BORWICK’S BAKING 

POWDER in preference to every other, for the use of her Majesty’s Navy, 
because it was more wholesome—more mgt arab kee longer—and 
was in all respects superior to every other man Pleasing 
monials as to its superior oe have also eet cate nny = ae the 
Queen’s Private Baker; Dr. Hassall, Analyst to the Lancet; 
Allen Young, of the Arctic yacht “ Fox,” and other scientific men. - Sold 
everywhere in Id., 2d., 4d., and 6d. packets; and 1s., 2s. 6d., and 5s, 
boxes. 

When you ask for Borwick’s Baking Powder, see that you get it, as 
complaints have been made of shopkeepers substituting worthless articles, 
made from inferior and inexpensive ingredients, because they are realiz- 
ing a iarger profit by them. 


FO gerne nae Rheumatic Gout, and Rheumatic 
Fever, CURED by GARDINER’S RHEUMATIC COMPOUND, 
which may be taken with perfect safety, containing no colchicum or any 
other ingredient detrimental to health. This medicine is 
tuitously to the poor by the London Bible Mission. Sold by 
its.—Wholesale and retail depdt, No. 70, Mark. 








gra- 
most re- 





AIR DYE! HAIR DYE! HAIR DYE!— 
GILLINGWATER’S ATRAPILATORY is the best Hair Dye in 
England. Grey, red,or rusty hair dyed instantly to beautiful and natural 
brown or black without the least injury to hair or skin, and the ill effects 
of bad dyes remedied.—Sold at all Chemists and Perfumers of repute, and 
by the proprietor, W. GILLincwaTER, 148, Holborn-bars, ie 96, Goswell- 
Sent free to -~ eee station in the kingdom in cases, 3s. 6d., 


road. 
5s. 6d.,and 10s. 6d. each. 





AMPTULICON OR ELASTIC FLOOR CLOTH, 
as made by E. GOUGH & Co., the Original Patentees, and laid ex- 
clusively by them at the Houses of Parli t, and other 
public a is especially adapted for churches, offices, chambers, shops, 
passages, &c., being clean, warm, noiseless, dry, and economical. 
Gover & Borce, 12, Bush-lane, Cannon-street. Manufactory, Green- 
wich-road. 
RELOAR’S CORK FLOOR CLOTH, or KAMP- 
TULICON, COCOA NUT MATTING, and DOOR MATS. Best 
quality and moderate prices. 
T. TRELOAR, Manufacturer, 42, Ludgate-hill, London. 


AMPTULICON or PATENT INDIA-RUBBER 
AND CORK FLOORCLOTH. Warm, noiseless, and impervious 
to damp, as supplied to the Houses of Parliament, British Museum, 
Windsor Castle, Buckingham Palace, and numerous public and private 
offices. 
F. G, TRESTRAIL & Co., 19 & 20, Walbrook, London, E.C. 
Manufactory—South London Works, Lambeth. 


pene FLY—248, High Holborn, Alex. Ross's 
Cantharides Oil is prepared from the Spanish Fly, which so moder- 
ately and regularly stimulates the skin as to make the hair and whiskers 

grow quickly. Sold at 3s. 6d., sent by return of for 54 stamps. 
Giecrescopic inspection of the scalp gratis from 10 














Mark-lane, E.C. 
Price 1s. 14d., a 2s. 14d. per bottle. 


ERFECT FREEDOM | FROM COUGHS is in- 
sured by Dr. LOCOCK’S PULMONIC WAFERS.—From J. W. F. 
Counsell, Bookseller, Ross,—‘‘ I not only sell your wafers, but hear them 
highly spoken of by those who use them. I have found them excellent in 
coughs myself.” Dr. Locock’s Pulmonic Wafers give instant relief and a 
rapid cure of asthma, consumption, coughs, and all disorders of the breath 
and lungs. To singers and public ers they are invaluable for clear- 
ening the voice. They have a pleasant taste. Price 
hemists. 








ing and strength 
Is, 194,, 28. 9d., and 11s. per box. Sold by all c 





60,000 DEATHS OCCUR EVERY YEAR IN ENGLAND AND WALES 
BY CONSUMPTION ALONE. 


ZONIZED COD LIVER OIL has been proved, 
at the Hospital for Consumption, Brompton, London, to be the 
nearest approach to a specific yet found for this fatal disease. The a 
is lowered, a far more generous diet may be taken, and the general health 
thereby unmistakeably proved. See Royal Medical and 


ceutical Journal, August 1, 1859, &c. : 
Prepared only by G. Seven, Sole Licensee, 21, Little Moorfields, 
London. Sold in 2s. 6d., 4s. 9d., and 9s. Bottles, oe all rr 


rOLLOWAY’S: “PILLS AN D- OLN TMENT.— 
RHEUMATISM, NEURALGIA, FACE and EAR-ACHE.—The 

dense smoky fogs and the sudden changes of temperature are at this 
season constantly producing diseases of the muscles and nerves, which, 
though not pone vB nt life, are most acutely painful. The invalid, racked 
by such tortures, may turn with confidence to Holloway’s Antispasmodic 
Pills, which throw out from the system the impurities which cause these 
complaints, at the same time that they expel all morbid matters and re- 
one prodigy 4 organ of secretion. They cleanse every fibre, nse muscle 
all chronic cases Holloway’s Ointment should be well rubbed 





on the parts affected twice a day; and in acute cases its employment, 
[onthe taking the Pills, will give immediate relief. ‘ 


EW’S 
CLOTHING ESTABLISHMENT, 294 and 295, High Holborn, where they ~ 


Chirurgical 
Society’s Transactions, by a 42, for 1859; Lancet, July 9, 1859; Pharma- 
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